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Nationalist comment 



VICTORY FOR THE PEOPLE 

Here locals in Lee on Solent, Hampshire, are taking down a banner that had been used 
in their protest against the building of a big asylum centre in the town. The protest 
succeeded, and the plan was abandoned. But it was only a local victory; the immig¬ 
rants will simply be dumped somewhere else. 



Immigration: just 
fobbing the public off 

Trying to keep track of the Government’s 
latest policy on asylum-seekers is like 
swatting at a quickly moving fly. It changes 
position with quite bewildering speed and 
regularity. As these words are typed into our 
computer, a newspaper report lies on the 
table by the side. It contains a headline 
saying: “Blair plans U-turn on EU’s new 
migrants.” In the text below it says:- 

“Tony Blair is ready to perform a hurried 
U-turn on ‘benefit tourism’ amid growing 
concern over the expected flow of Eastern 
Europeans to Britain later this year. 

“Downing Street is working on last- 
minute moves to discourage thousands 
arriving from the former Soviet bloc once 
their countries join the EU on May 1st. 
“Ministers are determined not to budge 
on their decision - unlike most other 
governments in Europe - to give working 
rights to migrants from the ten new EU 
states. 

“Instead, they are set to unveil measures 


which will give migrants the right to 
work, but make them wait longer before 
they are entitled to benefits. 

“Welfare payments may also only be 
made to those who have found permanent 
work and paid taxes.” 

This report comes from the Daily Mail of 
the 17th February. For all we know, the 
policy may have changed completely by the 
time this issue reaches the reader. Where 
immigration rules are concerned, Mr. Blair is 
just running around day-to-day like a head¬ 
less chicken as one emergency overtakes 
another. He is watching the newspapers 
constantly to see the way public opinion is 
responding. If there is another sign that the 
natives are getting restless, another policy 


‘initiative’ is announced, and it will deserve 
to be taken with just about the same serious¬ 
ness as the previous one. Tony is making up 
policies on the hoof, without really thinking 
anything through at all. 

Just suppose we take this latest scheme at 
face value. Immigrants land here and cannot 
immediately be found work - or alternat¬ 
ively refuse offers of work. What is to be 
done with them? According to the Blair 
formula they will be denied benefits. So if 
they are without means they will starve! Can 
you see this Labour Government allowing 
that to happen? Can you see such a govern¬ 
ment sending them back on the next boat to 
wherever they come from? Let’s ‘get real’, 
as they say. They are going to be housed and 
fed, and so this means they will be receiving 
benefits, whether in cash or kind. Stop 
pulling our legs, Tony! 

National police force 
just another gimmick 

With public unrest about the crime wave 
reaching new levels of intensity, with 
millions despairing of the authorities’ ability 
or willingness to get a grip of the criminals, 
it was announced last month that the Home 
Office is planning a new national police 
force based on the pattern of the FBI in 
America. Its assignment will be to specialise 
in crime investigations of a nationwide 
character which are beyond the capacities of 
the present forces, organised on a county and 
regional basis. 

There may well be an argument for such 
a force; we would like to hear the opinions of 
a selection of experienced senior police 
officers before coming to any firm conclu¬ 
sions on such a matter. Ever since Sir Robert 
Peel introduced policing to Britain in 1829, 
our country has managed with purely local 
forces, which of course have always liaised 
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on the month’s news 


and co-operated with each other when appro¬ 
priate. It seems now, however, that this is not 
enough. The sheer scale of organised crime 
is said to warrant the introduction of a new 
force with new powers. Well, maybe. 

But the big question that has to be asked 
is: will this, under present conditions, really 
make any difference? The essential reason 
why crime-fighting is failing in Britain is not 
its localised nature; it is that one government 
after another is simply refusing to allow the 
police to tackle crime and criminals properly. 
Political correctness rules everywhere. Chief 
constables are being appointed in one area 
after another who are selected, not on proven 
competence and record, but because they are 
perceived to have the ‘right’ attitudes on a 
wide range of issues, such as race, sexism 
and ‘gay’ people. They are required to be 
officers imbued with equal concern for the 
rights of the criminal as for those of the 
victims of crime. They must favour ‘softly- 
softly’ methods of law enforcement. They 
must ensure that the forces under them carry 
out ‘equal-opportunities’ programmes with 
regard to recruitment and promotion (which, 
in effect, mean wwequal opportunities, since 
they involve minorities being given special 
preference, irrespective of merit). 

Just supposing the projected national 
police force is formed, it will be completely 
useless if its operations are governed by the 
same rules of liberalism and political correct¬ 
ness; and that is virtually certain to be the 
case if this Government has anything to do 
with it. The whole thing will just become one 
more hugely expensive bureaucracy, 
offering lucrative employment to largely 
superfluous people. As an organisation for 
fighting real crime it will be 90 per cent 
ineffective. 

But of course, in the meantime its 
announcement will enable Blair & Co. to kid 
a few more people among the long-suffering 
public that the Government is really ‘doing’ 
something about the crime epidemic. 

‘Probably’ guilty! 

But that is not the only gimmick the 
Government has up its sleeve in the law-and- 
order department. Last month Home Secret¬ 
ary Blunkett revealed a scheme designed, 
supposedly, to make it easier to bring 
terrorists to book. The idea is that prosecut¬ 
ions could be made before acts of terrorism 
had been committed - merely on the suppos¬ 
ition that they may be in the planning 
process; trials would take place in secret; 
advance notice of prosecution evidence 
could be denied to defendants; and the 
burden of proof for conviction could be 
reduced from “beyond reasonable doubt” to 
“on the balance of probabilities.” 

One wonders whether the Government 
really is serious about these proposals. They 


involve chucking centuries of British legal 
habit and tradition out of the window. They 
are proposals which would be mouth¬ 
watering to would-be tyrants of the Joseph 
Stalin pedigree. Their potential for abuse is 
so obvious and so enormous that it is incred¬ 
ible that even people in this present Labour 
Government could give them two minutes’ 
thought. 

And there is a hidden sting. At the 
moment the scheme is being talked about 
merely as a means of nailing would-be 
suicide bombers and the like. But would it 
stop there? A logical next step would be to 
extend it to virtually anyone whose politics 
are not acceptable to the powers that be and 
who might be considered a potential ‘terror¬ 
ist’ for that reason. A secret court could 
decide that “on the balance of probabilities” 
such a person had opinions liable to lead 
them, later if not sooner, to acts of terrorism. 
Now whom might they have in mind? 

Army discipline slipping 

The British Army at almost all times in 
history, even when it has not had greatly 
competent commanders, has been known for 
its high level of discipline. But now this 
tradition is being seriously undermined. Not 
only have the tentacles of political correct¬ 
ness obtained a grip on the armed services 
over the past few years but now there is an 
additional problem making for lower discip¬ 
linary standards: the increasing dependence 
of the army on foreign soldiers. 

With the native British birthrate in 
decline, there are fewer young men and 
women around to form a pool from which 
armed forces personnel can be recruited. 
Apart from this, the entire youth culture, 
nurtured by New Labour in particular but all 
the mainstream parties to some extent, has 
downgraded the value of military traditions 
and hence the appeal of military life. Also, 
the appalling physical standards that are to 
be found among so many young people 
today, the result of a scaling down of school 
sports, mean that many youngsters, even if 
they want to join the forces, have to be 
rejected as unfit. 

The Government’s answer? Recruit 
foreigners! After all, race no longer matters. 
Nationality is old hat. The forces are not for 
defending Britain but for global ‘peace¬ 
keeping’. So what does it matter where the 
recruits come from? All this is current ‘Cool 
Britannia’ thinking. 

But the scheme seems to be misfiring. 
According to a report in the Daily Mail on 
February 16th:- 

“The Army is facing serious discipline 
problems with thousands of foreign 
soldiers drafted in to fill gaps in the ranks, 
the Daily Mail can reveal. 

“British commanders are struggling to 


cope with troops who refuse to take 
orders from countrymen from different 
tribal groups - and with ‘idle’ recruits. 

“The problems are said to be most acute 
among Fijian soldiers who have flocked 
to join the Army.” 

An Army spokesman was quoted as 
saying:- 

“The Army was so desperate for people it 
wasn’t thought through. Now a lot of 
Fijians have developed what the Army 
would call ‘attitude problems’, and it’s 
causing real disruption.” 

Well, as indicated earlier, this Govern¬ 
ment thinks virtually nothing through, so it 
is no surprise that it has failed to think 
through the consequences of depending on 
Fijians and other foreigners to man our 
armed services. The solution, of course, is to 
change the home environment on which the 
forces depend for both the quality and 
quantity of recruits. But there is no chance of 
this without a revolution in the politics of 
this country. 

Thinking for themselves? 

“The teaching of religious education in 
schools should be re-named spritual edu¬ 
cation, with children being taught more about 
atheism and less about the life of Jesus and 
the Ten Commandments, according to the 
Government’s favourite think-tank.” Thus 
began a report in the Sunday Telegraph on 
February 15th. The report went on to say that 
what was being proposed was that... 

“The lessons should be widened to 
include ‘non-religious belief systems’ 
and for equal weight to be given to agnos¬ 
ticism and humanism as is given to 
Christianity. Children should also be 
taught about cults such as the Baha’i...” 

But here’s the really choice bit. Among 
the recommendations are that “children 
should be taught to question the plausibility 
of events and teachings in the Bible,” and 
that “pupils would be actively encouraged to 
question the religious beliefs they bring with 
them into the classroom, so they are genuin¬ 
ely free to adopt whatever position on relig¬ 
ious matters they judge to be best supported 
by the evidence.” 

Now that really is an interesting idea! It 
opens up all sorts of possibilities. If pupils in 
schools are going to be encouraged to ‘ques¬ 
tion’ conventional beliefs, would this apply 
to other areas of dogma such as, for instance, 
the presumtion that all races are equal and 
that Britain benefits from ‘diversity’? Then 
what about the official teachings on the 
‘holocaust’? Should our youngsters be free 
to adopt whatever position they judge to be 
best supported by the evidence? Somehow 
we do not think this kind of free-thinking is 
quite what the think-tankers have in mind! 
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Mr. HECHT 
COMES TO 


The Tory leader is shown here in his bid to 
woo the Burnley voters. Note the 'ethnics' 
on parade! 




IT WAS, many would feel, the absolute opposite of 
a 'class act'. When new Tory leader Michael Hecht 
(a.k.a. Michael Howard) parachuted himself into 
Burnley last month in a dual bid to damage both 
Labour and the British National Party he made 
himself look ridiculous beyond words. It took a 
Government spokeswoman, Fiona MacTaggart, 
Home Office minister for race equality, and clearly 
no friend of the BNP, to hit the nail on the head. She 
said that Howard's visit was just "an opportunistic 
attempt to get votes." And she went on: "The 
Conservatives have no conception of what is going 
on in this town. The fact that the Tories have just 
three seats on Burnley council shows how little 
support they have." 

Then Shahid Malik, a member of Labour's national 
executive and a local resident, called Howard's visit 
"irresponsible" and said that his decision to raise the 
issue of immigration in the town "played into the 
hands of the BNP." 

Those who imagine that the recent change in the 
Tory leadership signposts a departure from previous 
'wet' policies on race and the adoption of a harder 
line on immigration would have soon had their ideas 
dispelled had they witnessed Howard's arrival at the 
meeting and the company surrounding him inside as 
he spoke. Dark faces seemed almost to be in pre¬ 
dominance. Clearly, the assembled audience and 
even the leader's 'minders' were deliberately chosen 
with local ethnic minority votes in view. 

Tirade against BNP 

To balance this, Mr. Hecht made just a few token 
criticisms of the Government's policy on asylum- 
seekers - criticisms of detail rather than of substance 
- while concentrating the main part of his speech on 
a vicious and hysterical attack on the BNP. Our 
party was accused of 'bigotry' and 'hatred'. Its 
members were described as "thugs dressed up as a 
political party." The BNP was, according to Howard/ 
Hecht, "a stain on our democratic way of life." 

Mr. Hecht's attempt to wrap himself in the finery 
of 'democracy' seems quite comic in view of his 
party's record over many decades of ignoring the 
voice of the British people over immigration and 


Europe - just to mention two important issues - and 
its role in creating and enforcing legislation against 
patriots who have dared to speak critically of ethnic 
minorities (including this editor, imprisoned for his 
opinions on race during a time of Tory Government). 

Opposition thuggery ignored 

Thuggery is something that no party in the polit¬ 
ical spectrum can entirely disclaim, but in this regard 
the BNP's record is much less blemished than that 
of most others. Mr. Hecht might better address 
himself to the issue of sustained thuggery by the 
political left against the BNP, for instance the vicious 
attack on its newly elected Burnley councillors on 
their arrival for their first council meeting in 2003. 
This attack, in which some of the victims were 
women, including one quite elderly one, he preferred 
to ignore. In his speech he focused on one very 
isolated act of aggressive behaviour by a BNP 
member, which is far from typical of the party as a 
whole. 

As for bigotry and hatred, if Mr. Hecht cared to 
consult his dictionary he would find that bigotry 
against something means blind opposition to it, 
whereas the BNP's opposition to multi-racialism is 
based on practical knowledge and experience. And 
where hatred is concerned he failed to produce a 
single example of this in anything our party says. It 
is pure dishonesty to claim that the BNP promotes 
hatred of non-Whites; it merely stresses ineradicable 
differences between the races. 

A major part of the speech of Howard/Hecht at 
Burnley consisted of a hymn of adulation towards 
immigrants to this country and the wonderful 
benefits Britain is supposed to have derived from 
their presence. As every honest person will acknow¬ 
ledge, the benefits to this country from immigration 
are very mixed, and they derive mostly from in¬ 
comers from Europe who, like the Huguenots, were 
of very similar stock and culture. If the Tory leader is 
trying to claim that we have 'benefited' from the 
more recent influxes of Asians and Afro-Caribbeans, 
we are confident that the good folk of Burnley, who 
have some knowledge of this matter, will greet this 
nonsense with the loud raspberry it deserves! 
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The things they're saying 


EXTRACTS FROM THE MAINSTREAM MEDIA 


Today Tory leader Michael Howard calls 
for an independent enquiry into the quality 
and use of intelligence. Why bother? We 
know about the quality. We also know what 
use was made of it. 

Had the Tories behaved honourably in 
opposition, we wouldn’t have needed the 
BBC to investigate the Government’s rigging 
of intelligence dossiers. They wouldn’t have 
held ministers to account. 

Instead, they actually took pride in not 
opposing the Government. Their supporters 
said they were being patriotic, but it’s not 
patriotism to collaborate with a government 
in deceiving the electorate... 

Now Lord Hutton’s report has blown up 
in the Goemment’s face, the Tories are 
anxious to capitalise on the hatred and 
contempt felt for Messrs. Blair, Hoon and 
Campbell. They should wait until this 
shudder of national disgust runs its course 
before exposing themselves to collateral 
damage. 

PETER McKAY 
Daily Mail (2.2.04) 

Some of you ask why I keep knocking 
Michael Howard. Simple. To become leader, 
Mr. Howard accepted his played-out party’s 
defeatist agenda of surrendering to the EU 
and political correctness. So even if he wins, 
which is nearly impossible, his government 
will not be very different from this one. 

PETER HITCHENS 
The Mail on Sunday (25.1.04) 

Tradition demands that, in addition to the 
ritual incantation, any new Conservative 
leader must make a special votive offering to 
the liberal elite. Howard’s was an impressive 
one - official support for gay marriage - a 
measure opposed by Duncan Smith... Much 
of Monday night’s speech suggests that 
Michael Howard is moving away from what 
might loosely be regarded as traditional 
Conservatism towards a form of social liber¬ 
alism. 

PETER OBORNE 
The Spectator (14.2.04) 

... while politicians argued about the finan¬ 
cial arrangements of students and competed 
in scoring points over each other, Britain 
sank further into the only too real and tang¬ 
ible abyss in which it has been sinking for 
something like 50 years. 

Crime and violence have grown daily; 
barbarism and brutality have flourished while 
civility and decency have shrunk away; 
trivial, moronic and vicious pleasures have 
taken over the minds and hearts of the people, 
and the deadly notion of human equality, fed 
by delusions of democracy, has infected 
everything. 


The tragic collapse of a once-great nation 
is plain to see. But who among the pestilent 
swarm of politicians of all parties, sharing 
the same delusions, dares say even a single 
word against it? 

PETER SIMPLE 
The Daily Telegraph (30.1.04) 

The new Establishment is packed with 
people who have willingly surrendered their 
principles in order to hold ministerial office. 
Serving the public seems very much a secon¬ 
dary consideration to having an interesting, 
well-paid job and a chauffeur-driven car... 

The prime purpose of our rulers is to 
smother dissent, stifle criticism, intimidate 
the media and dismantle any part of the 
British constitution that impedes them in that 
activity. This is about power for the sake of 
power. This Establishment is no longer at the 
apex of a social order and a nation, but 
entirely apart from it - except when, parasit- 
ically, it feeds off it. That, Lord Hutton, is 
what the Establishment you have just white¬ 
washed is really like. 

SIMON HEFFER 
The Spectator (7.2.04) 

Didn’t anyone wonder where the Chinese 
cockle-pickers in Morecambe Bay came 
from? Didn’t anyone ask who they were? 

Why did the police and immigration 
authorities do absolutely nothing, even 
though it appears to have been common 
knowledge that illegal immigrants were being 
crammed into sub-standard accommodation 
in Liverpool and exploited by ruthless gang- 
masters? 

How many more illegal immigrants are 
roaming Britain, crowded into hovels, paid a 
pittance, exploited by heartless crooks, 
beyond the protection of the law? 

Nobody knows. And the Government 
doesn’t want to know. It’s politically incon¬ 
venient. 

RICHARD LITTLEJOHN 

The Sun (13.2.04) 

Compare and contrast. In this country the 
Government cannot make up its mind 
whether to welcome, give an amnesty to or 
throw out failed asylum-seekers. 

Now ministers have apparently agreed to 
take a tougher line with immigrants from the 
Eastern European states about to join the EU 
- though they are not planning to tell us what 
(it is) for another week. 

But even if these applicants are denied 
entry, Britain’s past equivocation means they 
will come anyway. 

And as an independent report from the 
UN has revealed, one in a hundred Eastern 


Europeans is infected with HIV, so those 
coming to Britain will impose a further 
burden on the health service. 

Meanwhile liberal Holland has approved 
the toughest immigration laws in Europe and 
plans to throw out 26,000 failed asylum- 
seekers. Would anyone care to take a bet on 
where they will land next? 

LEADER ARTICLE 

Daily Mail ((18.2.04) 

Britain is now a more violent country than 
any other in Europe or North America. 

This sense of anarchy is only heightened 
by the outlook of the police and the courts, 
who seem determined to criminalise the 
respectable majority of the public rather than 
deal effectively with the people who are in 
fact criminals. The reluctance of the police 
and Crown Prosecution Service (CPS) to 
allow property-owners to defend their own 
homes; their treatment of those who do 
defend themselves as worse than the thugs 
who break into houses to steal property; the 
obsession with speed cameras and minor 
motoring offences; the relentless prosecution 
of teachers who attempt to discipline pupils 
- all are symptoms of the way civilised 
values have been inverted. 

LEADER ARTICLE 
The Sunday Telegraph (25.1.04) 

In the first half of the 20th century Britain 
had one of the freest socities ever created, 
and at the same time one with such extra¬ 
ordinarily little crime that the civility of 
British life was an international cliche. The 
professionalism of the British police and the 
fairness of British courts set standards for the 
world. (Its) philosophical core was... retrib¬ 
utive justice. Isn’t it time for its return? 

CHARLES MURRAY 
Sunday Times News Review (25.1.04) 

Charity does not, or should not, begin at 
home. This is not a popular thing to say. I 
have given up trying to argue the case for, 
say, donating money to an organisation that 
sinks wells in African villages against one 
that spends millions here on dubious lobby¬ 
ing campaigns. I remember making house-to- 
house calls on behalf of Save the Children 
and having to be economical with the truth if 
I wanted to fill my collecting tin. It almost 
always paid off to encourage the kindly 
householder to believe most of the money 
would be used to help children in this country 
even if it actually went abroad. I salved my 
conscience by telling myself that the end 
justified the means. 

JOHN HUMPHRYS 
The Sunday Times (15.2.04) 
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A SMELL OF 


INDESCRIBABLE 


JOHN TYNDALL 
looks behind the 
Hutton whitewash 


‘LIBERAL ESTABLISHMENT’ is the 
term we are accustomed to using as short¬ 
hand for everything that is meant by the 
consensus of‘mainstream’ and ‘moderate’ 
opinion and the power structure that 
maintains it. This includes all the three 
leading political parties at Westminster. It 
extends to the Scottish Nationalists and 
Plaid Cymru , which are both acceptably 
left-liberal. It incorporates virtually the 
whole of the national press, broadcasting 
services and publishing and advertising 
industries. It dominates the local author¬ 
ities. It controls and calls the tune in 
academia. It enjoys a political, cultural 
and spiritual hold on Britain almost as 
total as that enjoyed by the Communist 
parties over the former Soviet Union and 
its satellites. Its status is comparable to 
that of the established church/state of 
medieval times - questioned only by 
heretics who must be kept beyond the pale 
of public respectability. It is the keeper of 
the secular religion of our modern age, 
whose name is ‘democracy’. 

And the high priests of the liberal estab¬ 
lishment consider it axiomatic that they 
command the moral high ground. Indeed, is 
not their political credo based on the 
supposed principle of ‘morality’ in public 
affairs? Debate with anyone who questions 
its assumptions is tantamount to dialogue 
with The Devil. Liberal democracy stands for 
everything that is noble and right. To suggest 
otherwise is on a par with suggesting that 
King Herod be given custody of our children. 
There just are no legitimate opinions outside 
the framework of liberal democracy; only 
those opinions conforming to it may be 
discussed or permitted. 

These words are written as an intro¬ 
duction to this study of Tony Blair’s war 
against Iraq and of the Hutton Report which 
followed it - and they are chosen for a reason 
that will become evident as the study proceeds 
to its conclusion. 

Whitewash inevitable 

When it was announced that Lord Hutton 
would head an enquiry into certain events 
leading up to and accompanying the attack on 
the Iraqi state, the more perceptive among us 
knew immediately that the enquiry would 
accomplish nothing, would be a vast waste of 
time and money and would end in the almost 
complete vindication of the Blair Govern¬ 
ment - a vindication amounting to a white- 



HUTTON 

Contrary to the supposition of some journ¬ 
alists, he must have known what Blair & 
Co. were up to. 

wash. It has ever been thus. Governments do 
not appoint heads of enquiries whom they 
cannot rely upon to produce conclusions 
favourable to themselves. The enquiry 
conducted by Sir Anthony Hammond into the 
‘cash for passports’ affair involving the 
Hinduja brothers three years ago came up 
with the verdict that no one in government 
had acted improperly, whereas it was abun¬ 
dantly clear to millions among the British 
public that several had. Further back, Lord 
Franks’ enquiry into the failure of the 
Thatcher Government to foresee and later 
prevent an Argentine invasion of the Falk- 
lands likewise left everyone concerned with 
clean hands and unsullied consciences - 
though again the signs of an intent to invade 
had been obvious for some considerable time 
beforehand. 

Lord Hutton has had a legal career of 
some distinction, though he has not been 
without his critics. Rod Liddle, writing in 
The Spectator on the 31st January, said of 
him that he “gave the Government the benefit 
of the doubt, sometimes to the extent of 
appearing hopelessly na’ive or maybe a visitor 
from a gentler, kinder planet.” I do not agree 
with Mr. Liddle’s analysis. I believe that 
Hutton is no fool - and certainly not 
sufficient a one to fail to see what millions of 
the British public have clearly seen concern¬ 
ing Blair’s war: that it was undertaken for 


EVIL 

reasons that never had anything to do with 
the safety or security of the realm nor with 
British interests; that the claim about Saddam 
Hussein’s alleged weapons of mass destruc¬ 
tion was palpable nonsense from the start - 
and moreover known to be so by the Blair 
Government; and, not least, that the attack on 
Iraq was decided on and planned some time 
ago in Washington, possibly before the 9/11 
explosions in New York. A vast accum¬ 
ulation of evidence that has been published 
for all to see in several newspapers estab¬ 
lishes most of these facts beyond any doubt. 
Are we to suppose that His Lordship was 
denied access to such facts, let alone others in 
official and private papers that have not been 
publicly disclosed but point to the same 
conclusions? 


Narrow scope 

For a start, the very terms of reference of 
the Hutton Enquiry were ridiculously narrow. 
Officially, they covered the circumstances 
leading to the death of Dr. David Kelly and 
the question of whether the BBC was 
justified in accusing the Government of lying 
about the WMDs. The whole question of the 


GILLIGAN 
Made the 
fall-guy 
because he 
was wrong 
on one 
point. 


Kelly death is shrouded in mystery because it 
is by no means firmly and indisputably 
established that he committed suicide at all. 
Had Hutton been permitted to probe into this 
crucial question, his enquiry might have 
unearthed far more than it did. As for the 
BBC, all that Hutton came up with was that 
its reporter, Andrew Gilligan, produced 
flawed evidence to back up his claim of 
government lies. This, as will be obvious, is a 
thousand miles away from saying that the 
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Government did not lie. 

Andrew Alexander, in the Daily Mail of 
January 30th, said that: “The whole thing has 
been a wonderful exercise in straining at the 
gnat and cheerfully swallowing the camel.” 
Hutton’s remit was to deliver verdicts on 
questions that, at best, were only peripheral 
to the key question of whether Blair lied us 
into war. To quote Alexander again:- 

“Many of our soldiers have been killed so 
far in Iraq for a cause now known to have 
been a lie. New terrorist threats have been 
created. 

“But never mind, what the Government 
really sees as the vital issue is whether a 
BBC reporter got it right on a single 
point...” 

Wriggling culprits 

The wriggling and buck-passing engaged 
in by Blair and his cabinet to dodge the 
questions surrounding Saddam’s weaponry 
reminded one of crime suspects under police 
interrogation trying to get themselves off the 
hook by blaming each other and pleading 
ignorance over matters they must have known 
about. The whole argument hung upon an 
intelligence report saying that the Iraqi leader 
had in his possession certain weapons that 
might - repeat, might - have been capable of 
being activated for use within 45 minutes. As 
to what precise weapons they were and what 
their destructive power was, this was all 
extremely vague at the time their existence 
was used as a pretext for going to war. 
However, the Government quite clearly 
preferred that Parliament and the British 
public believe that the weapons could be 
used against British bases in Cyprus some 
400 miles away. And some of the news¬ 
papers, obliged by spreading the story. These 
included The Sun , The Daily Telegraph , the 
Daily Express and the London Evening 
Standard. We saw scary headlines warning 
us of the alleged threat, sometimes accom¬ 
panied by maps of the region and pictures of 
missiles. 

It later turned out that the weapons in 
question were only made for tactical use and 
could only be fired at battlefield targets, in 
other words targets a short distance away. 
Not only this, Defence Secretary Geoff Hoon 
was fully aware of these limitations, as he 
admitted to the Hutton Enquiry. Said Stephen 
Glover, writing in the Daily Mail on 
February 6th:- 

“The distinction is crucial. A battlefield 
weapon, though potentially lethal, has a 
very short range, and can scarcely 
honestly be termed as a ‘weapon of mass 
destruction’. Weapons of mass destruc¬ 
tion were interpreted by the media - and, 
according to his own testimony on Wed¬ 
nesday, by Mr. Blair - as being long-range 
weapons which could theoretically be 
used by Iraq against such targets as Israel, 
British troops in Cyprus and even Britain 
itself.” 

And, as Glover, continued:- 
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BEATING BLAIR’S WAR DRUMS 

These are some of the press headlines used to deceive the British public about a 

Saddam threat. 


“This means that he took us to war 
thinking that Saddam Hussein constituted 
a much greater danger to Britain than his 
Defence Secretary knew to be the case. 
Neither Mr. Hoon nor Sir Richard Dear- 
love (the head of MI6) nor anyone else 
bothered to take Mr. Blair aside to say to 
him: ‘In fact, Prime Minister, these 
weapons of mass destruction which you 
are always going on about can only be 
fired a very short distance, and do not 
represent a significant threat to British 
civilians.’” 


Of course, the very idea that the Prime 
Minister was not aware of facts which his 
own Defence Secretary and head of security 
knew full well just is not credible, least of all 
in circumstances where a decision to go to 
war was involved. Should this have been so, 
it would amount to incompetence at govem- 


HOON 
We are 
expected to 
believe he 
never 

informed Blair 
about the 
limitations of 
Saddam’s 
weaponry 



ment level far beyond anything to which we 
have become used so far. Needless to say, it 
was not so and Blair knew this. His claim 
that Britain had to go to war because Saddam 
constituted a threat to national security was a 
downright lie. 

Iraq a sovereign state 

And even in the hypothetical event of 
Saddam’s weapons having sufficient range to 
reach British bases, or even Britain itself, 
where would that have left us? Iraq was a 
sovereign state, and had every right to arm 
itself as it thought necessary. All around the 
world there are other sovereign states with 
much more powerful and longer-ranging 
weapons, some of which, at least theoret¬ 
ically, could be fired at the United Kingdom. 
Are we to go to war with every one of them 
on this pretext? Why not, for a start, look at 
Israel, which is in possession of just such a 
capacity? Or what of France, our immediate 
neighbour? Or Russia? Or the USA? 

Of course, we assess dangers to our¬ 
selves, not on the basis of the weapon 
capacities of other nations, but of the realistic 
possibility of those weapons ever being used. 
Here we have to resort to knowledge of the 
politics of the countries in question, allied to 
plain common sense. It would be claimed 
that nobody but a lunatic would suggest that 
Israel, France, Russia or the USA would 
stage attacks on us in present circumstances 
or any conceivable circumstances in the 
future that could be foreseen. But why should 
that rule applying to them not hold good for 

Contd. overleaf 
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A SMELL OF 
INDESCRIBABLE EVIL 

(Contd. from prev. page) 

Iraq also? This is simple logic that almost 
any ordinary man or woman in the street 
would have no difficulty in understanding. 
Yet we are asked to fly in the face of this 
logic by supposing that Saddam Hussein, a 
man who - whether you approve of him or 
not - certainly is not mad, was going to take 
leave of his senses and stage an attack on 
Britain or British forces which most certainly 
would bring the entire weight of this country 
and the western world down on him and 
ensure his and his country’s destruction. 

Such scenarios exist only in the wilder 
realms of James Bond fiction. Yet they are 
offered as the rationale for government 
policy in the world of Tony Blair and George 
W. Bush! 

Was war pre-planned? 

It has been suggested earlier that the war 
against Iraq was in fact planned before 9/11. 
This theory was a while ago given an airing 
only on obscure internet sites, but more 
recently it has come out into the open in 
revelations made by President Bush’s former 
treasury secretary Paul O’Neill. O’Neill has 
stated that at Bush’s first ever National 
Security Council meeting, a mere 10 days 
after his inauguration and eight months 
before the attack on the twin towers, the 
matter dominated the agenda. Said O’Neill:- 

“From the very beginning there was a 
conviction that Saddam Hussein was a 
bad person and that he needed to go. It 
was all about finding a way to do it. That 
was the tone of it, the President saying: 

‘Go find me a way to do this.’ For me, the 
notion of pre-emption, that the US has the 
unilateral right to do whatever we decide 
to do, is really a huge leap.” 

Was O’Neill telling the truth, or was he 
making it all up, as Bush’s defenders have 
claimed, in revenge for a sacking by the 
President? Well, he may have had his own 
reasons for being sour against his former 
employer, but what he claims most certainly 
fits the logic of the situation as it has 
unfolded. The ‘official’ reasons for attacking 
Iraq can cut no ice with any person of reason¬ 
able intelligence or objectivity. The precise 
date at which the attack was decided upon 
may for some time remain a matter of 
dispute, but what is now completely beyond 
dispute is that no WMDs have been found in 
Iraq following the war and the fall of 
Saddam. Says Liddle in his Spectator article:- 

“Tony Blair apparently thinks that they 
will still be found. He’s about the only 
person left standing who does believe 
such a thing. Even Bush and Rumsfeld 
have given up the ghost on that one. Hans 
Blix, the UN’s chief weapons inspector, 
says that Iraq hasn’t had WMD for ten 
years. In fact, every inspector dispatched 
to Iraq says that there are no weapons of 


mass destruction.” 

So if the US and Britain did not go to 
to remove weapons of mass destruction in 
the hands of Saddam Hussein, why then did 
they go to war? On this, theories abound. 
There is, of course, the oil theory, and then 
there is the Israel theory - the theory, that is, 


breaking down, at least partially because of a 
shortage of funds. I leave others to work out 
how many hospital beds, how many high- 
salaried teaching staff, how much rail track 
replacement, what improvements in pensions, 
could be paid for were such money redirected. 

And all this is quite aside from the 
enormous scale of death and destruction 
caused to Iraq and its population. As we are 
British Nationalists, our first concern is for 
our own country, its interests and its people; 
but that does not mean that we should be 
indifferent to the sufferings of others. And 
considering that the Blair regime consists of 
people who claim to be of a much more 
universalist outlook, with a supposed respon¬ 
sibility to ‘all mankind’, one has to wonder 
what each of them is thinking about the vast 
extent of the misery the actions of their 
Government has caused to the Iraqis. One 
suspects, knowing the extraordinary capacity 
for humbug that lurks in the deeper recesses 
of the ‘liberal conscience’, that they are none 
too troubled - less troubled, indeed, than we 
‘racists’ are. 




ONE MORE WAR VICTIM... 

... and more blood on Blair’s hands 


that Bush was pushed into war by the Jewish 
lobby in Washington who wanted to remove 
what they perceived to be a dangerous loose 
cannon on Israel’s doorstep. However, to 
explore these theories further would be 
outside the remit of this article. What we 
should be concerned with here is the central 
fact - established beyond reasonable chall¬ 
enge - that Tony Blair lied Britain into war in 
a cause which, whatever it was, had nothing 
remotely to do with our own national security 
or interests. He then set up an enquiry into 
matters only peripheral to that issue, and this 
enquiry has, obligingly, acquitted him 
completely. 

The cost 

It is a good moment to take stock of the 
cost of Tony’s war policy. As these words are 
written, 58 British service personnel have 
lost their lives in the war and in the subse¬ 
quent occupation of Iraq. This figure is 
certain to increase substantially in the future, 
as there is no sign of withdrawal, and terror¬ 
ism against the occupying forces (British and 
American) continues unabated. 

Official figures of expenditure give the 
financial cost of the war itself as £700 
million. A sum of £544 million has been 
named as Britain’s contribution to the cost of 
the reconstruction of Iraq following the 
devastation. In addition, the upkeep of the 
present occupation force is currently running 
at £200 million a month. This is at a time 
when many public services here at home are 


Who are the war criminals? 

No doubt Saddam Hussein, now in 
American captivity, will duly be tried as a 
‘war criminal’. If so, then George Bush, 
Tony Blair and their legions of hangers on 
deserve the very same fate. We will leave 
aside Bush & Co., for that is a matter for 
Americans, and just focus on Blair, his 
Government and his Downing Street staff, 
most notably the egregious Alastair Camp¬ 
bell. They are our business. They are our 
burden and our misfortune. 

And as far as Blair’s hangers on are 
concerned, there are a great many. Beyond 
his immediate circle there are hundreds of 
Labour MPs, most of whom voted like 
obedient sheep for his war policy. Was there 


BLAIR 
If Saddam is 
tried as a 
war criminal, 
surely he 
should be 


none - were there not indeed many, perhaps 
the majority - who smelled a rat in this whole 
ghastly business? Did they all really believe 
in Tony’s WMD claptrap? Whilst the Parlia¬ 
mentary Labour Party is not exactly distin¬ 
guished for its possession of grey cells, it is 
quite impossible to believe this. 

Maybe there were some — maybe indeed 
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many - who did smell the rat. But for the 
most part they kept quiet about it. A few did 
protest, it is true. But their protest was feeble 
when related to the enormity of the deed 
being proposed. British service personnel 
were being sent to be killed - for no good 
British reason. Britain was being committed 
to an adventure which would reduce her 
name to one synonymous with disgrace 
among decent people the world over. And 
many thousands more Iraqis were going to be 
wiped out in the process - the very third 
worlders over whom Labour breasts are for 
ever being beaten. Was that not the occasion 
for massive outrage? Apparently not. No 
doubt parliamentary salaries and other perks 
were weighed in the balance. Thoughts of 
promotion to cabinet rank were soberly 
brought to bear. The boat may be rocked just 
a little, but not too much. 

And what of HM Opposition? What of 
the Tories? Did they not see through the Blair 
spoof? And if they did, surely it was alien to 
the whole tradition of their party that British 
lives might be risked in a war in which no 
British interest was at stake. But what did the 
Tories do? They backed Blair’s war just as 
did their counterparts on the opposite 
benches. Now leader Howard is saying that 
he believes Blair was lying to Parliament and 
people and should go. Did he not realise that 
when the matter was put to Parliament on 
March 18th last year? Of course he did, but 
then he kept his head down. 

But of course then is not now. The Blair 
lies have become national breakfast-table 
conversation. A majority of the British 
public believes they were lies. It is now 
becoming ‘safe’ to nail Tony to the stake and 
call him what he is. And hardly a week goes 
by without a few more political jobsworths 
daring to do so, at least implicitly. There has 
been Clare Short. There has been Robin 
Cook. And why are these time-servers 
speaking out? Precisely because they know 
their boss is sinking, and it is better not to go 
down with him. 

Corruption 

What all this reveals is a sink of 
corruption and rottenness in British political 
life perhaps without parallel in our history. 
Politics has never been an occupation for 
saints, but in the past departures from saint¬ 
liness could at least sometimes be mitigated 
by considerations of genuine national real- 
politik - higher considerations of state, as 
some would put it. This squalid Iraq adven¬ 
ture, and all the lying that has surrounded it - 
not to mention the death and destruction it 
has wrought, cannot even be explained away 
on patriotic grounds. Evil subterranean 
interests, in no way connected with the 
interests of Britain (or America for that 
matter) have conscripted political stooges of 
the very lowest pedigree into their service; 
and hallowed political institutions have been 
soiled in the process - probably irreparably. 


Many thousands, if not millions, of 
British people must be reflecting from all this 
on whether those institutions are not deeply 
flawed - when their tendency is to recruit 
such creatures and then raise them to the 
highest offices in the land. In other words, 
should we not be casting our gaze beyond 


ment remains utterly and unquestionably 
right, and therefore to protect it no dirt, 
falsehood or skulduggery is beyond limits. 

Where skulduggery is concerned, we 
should not exclude the possibility that Dr. 
Kelly could have been murdered. His death, 
allegedly self-administered, came at a time of 


KELLY: WAS IT MURDER? 


Did weapons expert Dr. David Kelly 
(pictured right) commit suicide, as so far 
assumed? The official forensic report 
delivered by pathologist Dr. Nicholas Hunt, 
claims that he died of a haemorrhage after 
slashing his wrists, and the Hutton Report, 
while including in its remit some enquiry 
into what drove Kelly to this alleged action, 
does not question this alleged cause of 
death. 

But some medics have challenged this 
assumption. In a letter to The Guardian 
printed on the 12th February, six doctors 
expressed their opinion that Dr. Kelly could 
not have died in the way claimed. The 
writers, Drs. Andrew Rouse, Searle Sennett, 
David Halpin, Stephen Frost, Peter Fletcher 
and Martin Birnstingl, said: "We all agree 
that it is highly improbable that the primary 
cause of Dr. Kelly's death was haemorr¬ 
hage from transection of a single ulnar 
artery, as stated by Brian Hutton in his 
report." They went on to say:- 

"Our criticism of the Hutton Report is 
that its verdict of 'suicide' is an inapp¬ 
ropriate finding. To bleed to death 
from a transected artery goes against 
classical medical teaching, which is 
that a transected artery reacts, 
narrows, clots and stops bleeding 
within minutes. Even if a person 
continues to bleed, the body compen¬ 
sates for the loss of blood through 
vasoconstriction (closing down of 
non-essential arteries). This allows a 
partially exsanguinated individual to 
live for many hours, even days. 

"We believe that the verdict given is in 
contradiction to medical teaching; is at 
variance with documented cases of 
wrist-slash suicides; and does not 
align itself with the evidence presented 
at the enquiry. We call for the reopen¬ 
ing of the inquest by the coroner, 
where a jury may be called and 
evidence taken on oath." 

In addition to these submissions, a 



Spearhead correspondent who has held a 
high administrative position in the National 
Heath Service has advised us that:- 


• Routine post-mortem examinations 
would fail to detect the presence of 
highly volatile contact poisons which 
kill within minutes (they act by blocking 
the transmission of nerve impulses to 
vital organs, thereby simulating cardiac 
and respiratory failure. 

• A forensic scientist would want precise 
details about the pharmacology of 
tablets found on Kelly, the dosage 
found in his body, and the likely time 
interval between ingestion and death. 

• The cut wrists seem quite out of 
character and superfluous in a man of 
Dr. Kelly's expertise. Assuming he 
swallowed what he believed was a 
lethal dose of tablets, all he needed to 
do was sit down and quietly await the 
end. Question: would loss of blood 
prejudice the chance of detecting 
volatile/rapidly degrading chemical 
weapon substances post-mortem? 

So did Dr. Kelly commit suicide - or 
was he murdered? In view of the public 
interest in this matter that should undoubt¬ 
edly be raised by the six doctors in their 
Guardian letter, future developments in this 
line of enquiry should be highly interesting. 


Tony Blair and his porkies and focusing 
upon the system that has produced him and 
his loathsome acolytes - a prime minister 
and cabinet, no less? 

But the guardians of the system, con¬ 
trolled as they are by politico-financial forces 
of immense power, have both strong instincts 
of self-preservation and an overweening sense 
of their own rectitude. No matter the levels of 
corruption to which they descend, the 
conviction remains that, as indicated earlier, 
they have a divinely ordained monopoly of 
the moral high ground. The liberal establish¬ 


extraordinary coincidence with the events 
surrounding him; and the explanation that he 
killed himself under intolerable pressure has 
always seemed to me unconvincing. It was 
on his testimony that the Gilligan report 
refuting Blair’s claim of WMDs was based. 
That certain people should decide that it was 
time to shut him up before he caused further 
embarrassment to the high and the mighty, 
that is more than plausible. Accompanying 
this article are some facts supplied by medical 
experts which should at least open up serious 

Contd. overleaf 
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A SMELL OF 
INDESCRIBABLE EVIL 

(Contd. from pre. page) 

questions as to how he met his end. 

All this brings us to the universally 
condemned Hutton Report - the whitewash 
of the century, as some have termed it. Just 
what could have been in the mind of this 
eminent law lord as he handled his brief? I 
can only venture a guess, but it is an educated 
one. 

Lord Hutton, a much more intelligent 
man than many journalists have given him 
credit for being, will most certainly have 
known that the full story surrounding the 
attack on Iraq would, if subjected to proper 
public exposure and given the stamp of his 
own condemnation, set the scene for a polit¬ 
ical earthquake in Britain that would shake 
the system to its very foundations. Already 
that system is the focus of enormous public 
disillusionment - a disillusionment not un¬ 
noticed by perceptive journalists, who register 
every low election turnout and every vote for 
so-called ‘extreme’ parties as a sign of destab¬ 
ilisation and therefore as a cause for alarm. 

Hutton will no doubt have been aware of 
this, and I would estimate that he took it 
carefully into consideration when preparing 
his report. What I suspect he weighed in his 
mind was the question of whether the public 
and political convulsions likely to result from 


a full indictment of the Prime Minister and 
his lies would be the lesser or the greater evil 
than the corruption he was investigating. And 
if it be judged that such convulsions posed 
the potential of a greater evil - taking ‘evil’ 
in this context as the way members of the 
establishment would see it - might not the 
better solution be to sweep it under the carpet? 

Lord Hutton is himself a thoroughgoing 
member of the establishment, and this being 
so it would be the most logical explanation of 
his whitewash. 

Blair to fall on his sword? 

But is that all that Hutton did? I would 
suspect not. Could it be that, as a conclusion 
to his enquiry, the word was quietly whis¬ 
pered in Tony Blair’s ear that it would be 
advisable for him to resign “for personal 
reasons” - given a decent interval following 
the report’s publication? This is the time- 
honoured way for disgraced bosses to be 
dealt with so as to minimise public scandal. 
Why not that treatment for Tony? 

Interestingly enough, a report in The 
Sunday Telegraph of the 8th February 
announced that, according to Blair family 
friend Carole Caplin, the Prime Minister has 
promised his wife that he will step down 
from his job for her sake when she turns 50 
this coming Autumn. The Daily Express next 
day followed this up with a statement that:- 

“Tony Blair’s future was plunged into 


doubt last night amid sensational new 
claims that he is planning to quit as 
Prime Minister after promising Cherie 
he will step down by the Autumn. 

“With opinion polls showing trust in Mr. 
Blair ebbing away, No. 10 refused to 
comment on a fresh wave of speculation 
that Mr. Blair will hand over to Gordon 
Brown before the end of the year.” 

So, what we may well see is King Tony 
falling on his sword after all - a much less 
messy business than for him to be pushed, 
as was President Nixon after the scandal of 
Watergate, and a neat formula for the estab¬ 
lishment as a whole to escape the inevitable 
scars arising from the lid being blown off 
the whole grisly business. 

Ironically, however, if this was the 
intention behind Lord Hutton’s declaration 
of absolution it may well have the opposite 
effect. The leader in the Daily Mail of the 
3rd February said it succinctly:- 

“When Lord Hutton started to take 
evidence, this paper warned of the 
pressure on him to bend to the Govern¬ 
ment’s bidding. 

“We said that if he failed ‘our very 
democracy will become a hollow vessel, 
to which fewer people than ever feel 
confident to entrust their votes’. 

“In that sense, Hutton has been very 
damaging to the democratic process.” 

To which many will nod their agree¬ 
ment, not necessarily with regret. 


Once again, media ‘luwies’ go potty about the BNP! 


IN JANUARY it was Manchester; last 
month it was a quiet little village in 
rural Suffolk. A whole horde of public 
celebrities seemingly took leave of 
their senses and made loud public 
protests. About what? About the fact 
that the British National Party was 
going to fight an election on their 
doorstep! 

This time the scene was Yoxford - 
a place most readers have probably 
never heard of. The election was for a 
seat on the Suffolk coastal district 
council. And the media and their pets, 
dumfounded that the BNP could be 
turning up in such a backwater far 
from the racially volatile cities and 
towns, went ballistic. 

It so happens that Yoxford, tiny 
though it is, has more than its fair 
share of local celebrities. Peter 
Purves, a former host of TV’s Blue 
Peter, lives there. He obligingly said 
that the politics of the BNP were 
“nauseous,” and went on to maintain 
that “everything I read about them I 
find nasty.” It does not appear to have 
occurred to Mr. Purves to contact the 
BNP and learn for himself what it 
stands for; what he has heard from its 



PAUL GOODCHILD 
Survived the hate campaign to win 15.2 
percent of the vote 


opponents in the media is enough! 

In addition to Mr. Purves, a number 
of acting folk reside locally, including 
Bill Nighy, Diana Quick and Clive 
Merrison. They too were aghast at the 
prospect of a BNP presence, and 
announced they would be joining a 
local campaign to persuade voters 


not to support the party. Of course, it 
is interesting that these people, who 
abhor the BNP’s ‘racism’, choose to 
leave in this peaceful rural idyll 
instead of side by side with their 
beloved ‘ethnics’ in places like 
Burnley, Handsworth and Brixton! 

One former Labour councillor, a 
Mr. Andy Dunn, was quoted as saying 
in a Daily Telegraph report (5.2.04) 
that he was “horrified” at the BNP’s 
appear- ance. It sounded as if Mr. 
Dunn actually didn’t believe the party 
should be allowed to show its face in 
the area. He went on to say that its 
appearance might make him want to 
get involved in politics again! 

As the final outcome of this anti- 
BNP campaign, where the celebrities 
urged everyone to get out and vote, 
there was an unusually high poll - 58 
per cent, compared with 38 per cent 
last year,when the BNP didn’t stand. 
Considering this, Paul Goodchild did 
very well to win153 votes - 15.2 per 
cent of the poll - taking third place to 
the LibDems and Tories and soundly 
thrashing Labour, who came bottom 
with 80 votes. Well done Paul Good- 
child! 
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ALWAYS THE 
VICTIMS! 


COUN VERNON asks: why is the 
compassion of the great and the 
good focused more on ethnic 
minorities than on the indigenous 
people of this country? 

"19 dead, the cost of cockles," shrieked the newspaper 
headline. A human tragedy? Indeed it was, but not more so 
than elderly folk being beaten or stabbed to death for the 
price of a couple of shots of heroin, events which never 
make banner headlines. Even so, these two matters are 
linked by one important factor; we suffer under depraved 
and useless rulers. 

The young Chinese who died had, of course, absolutely 
no right to be here, as they hardly qualified as the skilled 
workers which Britain is supposed to need so badly. More¬ 
over, the youngest schoolboy on the streets around and 
about Morecambe Bay must have known that these 
foreigners were illegals 'employed' by ruthless gangsters 
who, for some reason, were managing to evade the law. So 
where were the police while all this was going on - and did 
it begin yesterday? The answer is that, with regard to ethnic 
matters, it is best to leave things well alone as long as you 
can. After all, no one was committing serious crimes such 
as breaking the speed limit or distributing racist material. 

On the other hand, there are times when ethnic problems 
need to be sorted out. Take the results of a recent inquiry 
into the National Health Service, for instance. This showed 
that, in the eyes of staff, black patients were more aggress¬ 
ive, more alarming, more dangerous and more difficult to 
treat than their white counterparts. The report, which dealt 
with the death of one David Bennett, a mental health 
patient, described the NHS as being shot through with 
'institutionalised racism', and stated that the treatment of 
black and other minorities is a disgrace. So it seems that we 
are asked to accept that the alleged tendency towards bad 
behaviour on the part of one ethnic group was founded not 
on fact and personal experience but on prejudice. And the 
solution to the problem? The report recommends the 
appointment of a National Director for Mental Health and 
Ethnicity in the NHS and concludes: "We do not expect 
excuses in the future for delay, lack of action, or failure." 
This, and the further recommendation that no patient 
should be restrained in a prone position for more than three 
minutes, will clearly address the problem! 

WHITES DON'T SEEM TO MATTER 

As has been pointed by several writers in Spearhead , 
white teenagers who are attacked and murdered by racist 
gangs are lucky if they make the front page of their local 


paper and are soon buried and forgotten. No sense in 
harping on about the downside of the multi-racial society! 
Traumatised girls who walk in fear following an assault are 
just told to be more careful in future. Thus it is with utter 
disbelief that I read of a further inquiry into a fire in which 
several black teenagers died 23 years ago. The pressure for 
this has, naturally enough, been accompanied by sugges¬ 
tions of a racial motive for the inferno rather than sheer 
carelessness on the part of the revellers. And all the while 
our indigenous white population is required to accept 
collective guilt for the deaths of Damilola Taylor and 
Stephen Lawrence. The former, in all probability, slipped 
and fell on a broken bottle, while the blatantly racist and 
slipshod inquiry into the Eltham murder produced not a jot 
of useful information, least of all any real evidence as to the 
race and identity of the killer. 

NO HELP TO HARMONY 

This lunatic indoctrination that black is beautiful and 
white is guilty, sponsored by all the main political parties 
and promulgated ad infinitum by the laughable Commission 



Chinese cocklers at Morecambe Bay. MPs are wailing about 
how some of them died. To the ordinary British public the big 
question is: what were they doing there in the first place? 


for Racial Equality, provides the worst possible scenario for 
harmony between people of different backgrounds, beliefs 
and abilities. If someone genuinely believes that they are 
right, then all the daft legislation devised will not convince 
them that they are wrong. When a nurse is punched in the 
face, it is entirely up to the ward staff to protect themselves 
in whatever way they can, and if that means four of them 
holding a patient down for as long as it takes, without using 
a stopwatch, to calm him or her, then so be it. It is certainly 
not the business of some idiot panel of inquiry to draft the 
rules of engagement. 

And there is another certainty, which is that when you 
ask Blair, Howard or Kennedy to address these problems 
they will just smile and look the other way. At best, they will 
suggest yet another inquiry which will come up with the 
conclusion that if everyone repressed their feelings and their 
natural instincts then everything would be great. But, 
inevitably, we are now coming close to the limit for the 
general acceptance of such nonsense. More and more we 
hear: "They don't care and they won't do anything." For 
them , it is an unhealthy climate and one which they have 
brought on themselves. 

Before long, they will surely reap the whirlwind! 
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Remembering an 
almost-ignored 
British martyr 


ON the evening of the 13th January 
British student and photographer 
Tom Humdall finally died, months 
after being shot in the head by an 
Israeli sniper. On the 11th April last 
year Tom, who was with the same 
peace group as Rachel Corrie, had 
noticed a soldier about to open fire 
on Palestinian children in the town 
of Rafah. Tom Humdall put himself 
in the way, so sustaining wounds that 
left him in a coma. The shooting of 
children is apparently quite a 
common event in the Gaza Strip. 

Following Tom's death, his family 
and friends held a dignified and silent 
vigil outside No. 10 Downing Street, 
though unsurprisingly this gathering 
didn't stir the conscience of the shame¬ 
less person who dwells at that address. 
Tom's mother Emily was shocked by the 
lack of political reaction to her son's 
injuries and later death. As Rachel 
Corrie's parents also found out in 
America, politicians were simply scared, 
almost petrified, of becoming involved 
in such a case. To add insult to injury, 
the cheque the Israeli Government 
made out to the Hurndalls for expenses 
involved in having his body flown home 
bounced due to 'insufficient funds' in 
the account. Actually, the cost of Tom's 
repatriation was £17,000 but the Israelis 
offered only £8,730. All those billions 
from the US taxpayer and still they can't 
find a few thousand pounds for Tom's 
parents. Most strange! 

But the lack of reaction was at least 
to be expected, for as former BBC corres¬ 
pondent Tim Llewellyn has written:- 

"lt is no secret that Blair is very close 
to Israel. His old crony and party 
financier, Lord Levy, has been 
rewarded with the post of special 
adviser on Middle East matters. Lord 
Levy is a peer who has close contacts 
with Israel and a multi-million pound 
villa near Tel Aviv - his son Daniel 
Levy worked in the office of Israel's 
former Justice Minister, Yossi Beilin." 

The way Blair should have acted 

I imagined how a real British Prime 
Minister - as opposed to a creep and 
lap-dog - would react to such an event. 
It would be something like this:- 

“Duringa long and emotionally 
charged speech outside Downing 
Street this morning, the Prime 
Minister denounced the murder of 
Tom Hurndall, who died yesterday. 

He said that terrorist states must 
finally realise that they can no longer 
gun down unarmed and peaceful 
British citizens. 

“Further to this statement, the Prime 
Minister ended his speech by giving 
notice to the Government of Israel 
that, if it didn't hand over the notor¬ 
ious Ariel Sharon to the Hague War 
Crimes Tribunal within the week, a 
state of war would exist between 


Britain and Israel. ” 

But, to return to reality, we should, in 
the first place, note that a high propor¬ 
tion of the Westerners who have been 
killed (murdered) by Israeli soldiers 


IAN BUCKLEY 
reminds readers 
of the murder of 
Tom Humdall 


were photographers or film-makers: 

Tom himself, James Miller and Italian 
Raffaele Ciriello. To my mind, this 
suggests that a definite policy might well 
be in place to silence effective witnesses 
to the hell on earth the Occupied Territ¬ 
ories have become. Miller, who was shot 
deadjust a month after Tom Hurndall 
had been gunned down, was a docu¬ 
mentary film-maker and the veteran of 



TOM HURNDALL 

After he had been shot by an Israeli 
soldier the Israeli Government paid 
his family a mere £8,730.00 to have 
him flown home - only half of what it 
actually cost. And then it turned out 
to be a dud cheque! 


over a dozen wars. He was regarded as a 
friendly and decent but tough character, 
a member of a military family; but 
James too fell victim to the bullets of the 
bizarrely titled Israel 'Defence Forces'. 

It will also be recalled that the 
'liberal' press - The Guardian, The 
Observer, etal - just a matter of weeks 


after the Jenin massacre, was full of 
chatter about "casualty figures that are 
impossible to verify, atrocity stories that 
are impossible to check.'' How much 
more convenient if there are no neutral, 
unbiased witnesses around to check 
and verify! 

For a while now, I have been a 
student of Jewish web forums and the 
like. Some do seem to be innocuous - 
just the resort of people interested in 
their own cultural background and 
history, and so perfectly acceptable, as 
long as those concerned do not seek to 
deny those rights to Gentiles. 

On others, however - those animated 
by the spirit of Zionism and Sharon's 
Likud - an extremely ugly vein of brutal 
triumphalism prevails. Was Rachel 
Corrie reallyjust a shiksa with a 'nice 
rack' who - unfortunately - was an 
complete 'dumb-dumb' for sitting in 
front of a bulldozer? Such states of mind 
are almost inexplicable to us, and 
thankfully so. 

But one explanation was given by 
respected author David Hirst, an ack¬ 
nowledged expert on the Middle East:- 

"All forms of idolatry or idol-worship, 
but especially Christian ones (for 
traditionally Muslims, who are not 
considered to be idolaters, are held in 
less contempt than Christians), would 
be 'obliterated', in the words of Shas 
party leader Rabbi Ovadia Yossef. 
According to conditions laid down by 
Maimonides, whose Halacha rulings 
are holy writ to the fundamentalists, 
those Gentiles, or so-called 'Sons of 
Noah', permitted to remain in the 
Kingdom could only do so as 
’resident aliens', obliged under law to 
accept the ’inferiority' in perpetuity 
which that status entails, to 'suffer the 
humiliation of servitude', and to be 
’kept down and not raise their heads 
to the Jews'. At weekday prayers, the 
faithful would intone the special 
curse: 'And may the apostates have 
no hope, and all the Christians perish 
instantly'." 

Israeli Xenophobia 

Here we catch a glimpse of the 
ferocious and fanatical xenophobia that 
has cost the lives of American, British, 
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Italian and German citizens, as well as 
thousands of Palestinians. But one 
should be careful not to over-generalise, 
and I myself, for example, have had 
amicable correspondence with Israel 
Shamir and Prof. Noam Chomsky. 

Indeed, contrary to the media 
legend, the vast majority of nationalists 
do not harbour ill-feelings towards 
those of other races. Nevertheless, most 
of us do retain, shall we say, a healthy 
and viri le hatred for those of our own 
people who have betrayed and 
wrecked our country. 

We remember when Margaret 
Thatcher's ministers slouched like slugs 
in leather chairs while a high proportion 


of the young population of de-indus- 
trialised Scotland or Northern England 
took up permanent residence on the 
Embankment or under Waterloo Bridge; 
when Mr. Frank Field saw a 'glowing 
future' for the Cammell Laird shipyard 
just months before the cranes were 
consigned to thejunk yard; or when on 
government instruction civil servants 
delayed compensation payments to 
industrially-injured workers, in the hope 
of saving money as the unfortunates 
gradually died off. We recall too that 
pensioners still freeze to death in winter, 
largely because they are not likely to 
make as much fuss and trouble as some 
others, are they dear boy? 


A deep, though usually unstated, 
sense of national shame haunts our 
country, because we have (in most 
cases) said and done nothing while 
such morally and spiritually noxious 
creatures were - and still are - allowed 
a free run. 

Therefore we should be grateful to 
lain Hook, James Miller and Tom Hurn- 
dall for having maintained, by their 
manner of life and death, some last 
vestige of British honour at a time of a 
complete absence of such a quality 
from public life. 

Tony Blair's scared silence is utterly 
fitting. It would be an insult if it were 
otherwise. 


THE COURAGE 
TO FIGHT 

by MICHAEL MEDEIROS 


The following is the text of a 
speech delivered by Michael Med¬ 
eiros, Boston Unit Co-ordinator of 
the American National Alliance, and 
published in the NA Bulletin for 
December 2003. The National 
Alliance can be contacted at PO 
Box 90, Hillsboro, West Virginia 
24946, U.S.A. One word of the text 
has been deleted so as to comply 
with British laws which make it a 
criminal offence to speak impolitely 
of certain ethnic groups. 

It is easy to look around at the 
majority of our fellow Whites and 
witness their fear of non-Whites, 
their fear of the ever-increasing 
tyranny of the state, their fear of 
being called names and their fear of 
the unknown, and become distraught 
and discouraged as a result. Are 
these the descendants of those who 
dared to sail past the horizon? Are 
these the descendants of those who 
dared to explore and conquer the 
world? But let us remember that 
courage, often enough, must be 
taught, and in this day and age when 
our people are emasculated, intim¬ 
idated, and abused from birth by the 
government, academia, and the mass 
media, this teaching of courage must 
be done hand-in-hand with the 
undoing of state-enforced emascu¬ 
lation - a difficult task indeed. 

Dr. Pierce’s writings helped lead 
to the undoing of my conditioned 
fear. Who can read his account of the 
figurative lone soldier who crept 
into the sultan’s bedchamber in 
order to decapitate the enemy at the 
cost of his own life - or the heroic 
last stands of champions of our race 
such as Roger Degueldre, or the 
account of Dr. Pierce’s own life - 
and not be moved, not be ashamed , 
of being afraid? In addition, it must 
be recognised that courage is not 
just a state of mind; it’s also a state 
of body. It was once written: “The 
first reason for personal cowardice 
lies in physical weaknesses.” Those 
who do not know how to defend 
themselves physically will, often 
enough, be afraid to do certain 
activities, and will come up with 


excuses, either consciously or un¬ 
consciously, not to do right. 

Courage must come not only from 
one’s mental re-education, but from 
one’s physical re-education as well. 

But when many of our kinsmen 
are afraid even to glance at politic¬ 
ally incorrect works like Dr. Pierce’s, 
though, how do we reach them? 
When many of our kinsmen believe, 
from years of being brainwashed 
from television, that they wouldn’t 
stand a chance at winning any kind 
of confrontation with a non-White, 
and so avoid anything that might 
lead to a confrontation, how do we 
get them to speak up? If a white 
person immediately throws away 
any literature of ours he finds, avoids 
our web sites and merchandise, and 
simply refuses even temporarily to 
get off the eggshells our people are 
forced to walk on for non-Whites, 
how then do we open his eyes, and 
help forge him into a courageous 
member of our community? 

The answer, in part, is that we 
must force ourselves into our 
people’s lives. Whenever they turn 
on their TVs to get their daily fix, 
they should witness the racially 
conscious in action. Whenever they 
attend ‘diversity-training’ seminars, 
they should be in the presence of a 
racialist passionately confronting the 
‘teacher’ with cold, hard facts. 
Whenever they log on to the Inter¬ 
net, they should be forced to take in 
the fact that, yes, here in the Land of 
the Free there are people like Chester 
Doles being persecuted for their 
beliefs. How does the saying go? “If 
you tell a person something once, he 


rejects it as a lie. If you tell him 
something a hundred times, he’ll 
start to accept it. If you tell him 
something a thousand times, he then 
‘knows’ it to be the truth.” 

Our presence must be every¬ 
where. And this can only come about 
through activism. There was a time 
in which I chose to do activities with 
a gentleman who thought of 
activism, not as a means to an end, 
but as an end in itself. He wanted to 
‘act out’ so that he could say: “I 
spoke out on this,” or “I protested 
that,” and hold his head up high, 
believing that any activity, no matter 
the result, was good enough, so long 
as he ‘stuck it to’ the enemy. I went 
along with it, and in so doing I also 
erred. Life is a learning experience, 
and what I learned is that not only is 
activism merely a means to an end 
but that it must lead to one of 
several ends: It must either educate, 
awaken, inspire, exhort to action, 
and/or recruit solid white men and 
women so that they can ultimately 
become part of our community. 

However, activism does not 
have to be in the form of protests, 
leafletings, and the like. Activism 
need not be direct, or otherwise ‘in 
your face’. Those who are applying 
their talents to the building of our 
white community and our white 
media are just as much activists as 
debaters and protesters. One-on-one 
recruiting, web development, pro¬ 
ducing pro-white videos - these are 
examples of activism that is not ‘in 
your face’. Anyone helping to build 
our community and media are activ¬ 


ists who are helping to extend our 
outreach and our influence - and are 
therefore helping to force us into the 
lives of our scared kinsmen. 

Being an activist is hard work. 
And it is work that will continue to 
become more and more dangerous 
as our once-free nation succumbs to 
its tyrannical But it is 

work that is essential to the triumph 
of our cause. And while not all 
activists, as I stated, have to be out 
and about, some activists must be. 
There are those who must put their 
names, their careers, their freedom 
and even their lives on the line if we 
are to succeed. Chester Doles, Ernst 
Ziindel, and Eric Hanson are but 
three patriots who have done exactly 
that. And yes, they and their loved 
ones suffered as a result. Nobody 
ever said doing the right thing was 
easy. So do we allow their sacrifices 
to be in vain - the sacrifices that 
they’ve made for us and ours? Or do 
we - some of us at least - “step up 
to the plate,” as political prisoner 
Doles demanded of his sons, and 
become the ‘die-hard’ activists to 
take the place of the aforementioned 
fallen comrades and heroes like 
them? A great nationalist once 
stated: “If the struggle for a philos¬ 
ophy is not led by heroes prepared 
to make sacrifices, there will, in a 
short time, cease to be any warriors 
willing to die.” In other words, if 
people do not step up, the cause 
itself will die, along with what’s left 
of our rights, our history, and, of 
course, our people. 

Those elite few who do “step up 
to the plate” should know that they 
are in good company. The same 
nationalist, who was definitely 
among those who have stepped up 
throughout history, once said of 
these elite few: “It will always be 
only a part of the nation which will 
consist of really active fighters, and 
more will be asked of them than of 
the millions of other fellow-coun¬ 
trymen. For them, the mere pledge 
“I believe” is not enough; instead, 
they will swear to the oath: “I will 
fight!” 
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More on the contradictions 
of the multi-racial society 


THE recent U-turn by the local authorities 
and public services to allow us English to 
describe ourselves as just that - English - 
on official forms is to be welcomed. They 
had, in the end, no alternative but to defer 
to the frequent complaints that, whereas 
the Irish could describe themselves as 
such, the English could only be allowed to 
describe themselves as ‘white British’, as 
just one racial group among many others 
who now live in these wretched islands. 

That such a requirement should have 
been necessary in the first place has embarr¬ 
assed even liberals. It is also a disgrace to 
learn that many tens of thousands of Anglo- 
Celts are leaving London each year - 
virtually forced out of their own capital city. 
No other white country has pursued multi- 
culturalism as literally as the British have; in 
most of Europe and America the ethnic 
minorities either live in separate towns or 
separate districts within towns; and now this 
is beginning to happen in Britain. 

Immigration on the present scale I 
consider to be morally and legally wrong, 
and possibly an infringement of peoples’ 
collective human rights. People are cowed; 
they believe they cannot fight or protest 
about it; they cannot get redress from the 
courts; and they cannot complain to the local 
councils who are allowing the immigrants to 
enter right into their suburban neighbour¬ 
hoods without once asking the locals for 
their permission, or discussing it any of their 
printed literature. 

DELIGHT AT FINDING WHITES 

A friend of mine who had moved to 
Tunbridge Wells told me with delight that all 
the schoolchildren in the town were white - 
before pausing to realise the shamefulness in 
having to be pleased about something that 
should be perfectly normal everywhere in 
the land. 

I reassured him that the minorities, 
although growing in number, cannot expel 
the ethnic British from their own homeland 
even if they force us out of our towns. We 
will simply live elsewhere, and there are still 
a lot of us. 

The plain fact is that politicians cannot 
change the ethnicity, history or culture of a 
people even if they wanted to. The Anglo- 
Celts have built the towns and cities of this 
country, and they have sculpted the country¬ 


side. They own this country, which is named 
after them, and in a sense hold the deeds to 
it. Other nationalities may be able at the 
moment to live here as well, but they will 


never feel quite at home here. Two families 
cannot easily live in the same house, 
especially if the deeds belong to the first 
family to occupy it. 

But all things in moderation. If it is 
wrong for us as a nation to launch military 
invasions of other countries, or to colonise 
or occupy them, then it is equally wrong for 
others to invade us, to change the character 
of our cities, to live side by side with us, to 
get us to respect and become knowledgeable 
about their own cultures. It is an infringe¬ 
ment of natural justice that is universally 
understood, especially and ironically by the 
ethnic minorities themselves, who are much 
more aware of tribal and racial identity than 
we British are. 

The politicians are merely public 
servants who are custodians of our culture. 
Their sole purpose in life - if they believe in 


the true meaning of democracy - is to carry 
out our wishes. It’s about time they were 
reminded of this simple fact. Politicians 
have no right to - and neither can they - 


transfer nationality from one community to 
another in a nation that is defined by an 
existing ethnicity. 

CHANGE OF NATIONALITY 
IMPOSSIBLE 

Even the ethnic minorities, in demanding 
their own cultural rights, such as the wearing 
of headscarves by their women, know that 
the transfer of nationality is anthropologic¬ 
ally impossible - in the same way that 
alchemy is impossible. They know that back 
in their own countries (which are not anyway 
ethnic nations in the same way that European 
ones are) they cannot even move from one 
tribe to another. A Pushtun in Afghanistan, 
for example, cannot overnight become a 
Tadjik. How therefore can he become a 
‘Briton’. 

Further, a Protestant in England would 



THE NEVER-ENDING FLOOD 

This bunch of Iranians and Iraqis were found in a lorry in Slough last month. When 
police phoned the Immigration Service an official told them just to let the arrivals go. 
The idea was that they would proceed to the Immigration Service HQ at Croydon but 

they could have gone anywhere. 


ANTONY MILNE explains why non¬ 
white immigration cannot ever work 
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find it far easier to convert to Catholicism 
than a Sunni in Iraq would in trying to 
convert to Shi-itism. He would very likely 
risk his life trying to do so. (Incidentally, in 
a recent poll many ethnic minorities said 
they could not define themselves as English 
because they said it sounded ‘white’! At least 
they got that bit right!). 

We, the British, have nothing to be 
ashamed of, and we should be more vocal 
about this. We are have been generous and 
altruistic; we have done our bit in letting 
hundreds of thousands of immigrants live 
next to us. If we really were ‘racist’ we 
wouldn’t have let in any at all. 

But one reason to call it a day is because 
multi-culturalism is screwing up the 
immigrant classes even more than it is us. 
We are the Anglo-Celts; but they are just 
about every race and nationality you can 
think of. Furthermore, many of them 
suspect ~ as they are forced to rub shoulders 
with alien cultures and religions they would 
not normally have to mix with in their own 
countries - they have no legitimacy in this 


land. Just to take one example, A Pakistani, 
although a racial Indian, speaks a different 
language from an Indian. Hence he feels he 
cannot become an Indian. (But even Indians 
do not call themselves Indians, I am told). 
What is now causing racial chaos is not 
merely the fact that some Pakistanis and 
some Indians seem to think they can 
overnight become ‘Britons’, but just as 
many of them do not think they can become 
Britons! 

But those who do think they can become 
Britons have a false consciousness about 
what Britain is. They believe it is a kind of 
Sovietised or Frenchified Napoleonic repub¬ 
lic, an idea which is insidiously feeding back 
to the media and their fellow-travelling 
‘human rights’ campaigners. The 1976 Race 
Relations Act has partly helped push us 
along the French road (by disconnecting 
ethnicity from nationality), and it explains 
why our two countries have more immig¬ 
rants than the others. 

Many liberals tend to go along with this 
false idea just for the sake of an easy life. If 


black people can only become British by 
signing a form, then in the interests of 
equality the Anglo-Celts also have to sign 
the same form. Hence, once again the tail 
wags the dog. 

But this madness doesn’t apply every¬ 
where. Even today, the Turkish minority in 
Germany still have difficulty in getting full 
German citizenship because, despite pressure 
from the EU, Germany still regards itself, 
rightly, as jus sanguinis state (where nation¬ 
ality is determined by ancestry). 

Yet the headscarf furore in France, 
which is now spreading to Britain, has split 
the Muslim community, who don’t know 
how to play their cards right. The very word 
‘Muslim’ simply gives the game away. They 
know that the ‘anti-racist’ campaign goes 
out of the window as soon as they display 
their true ethnic colours, since their Islamic- 
ism is proof of their Arabi or Asian origins. 

Good. Let them wear their headscarves, 
and let them celebrate any other aspect of 
their nationalities they want. At least we will 
know who’s who. 


MADHOUSE BRITAIN 


INCLUDED in a statement of outgoing yearly 
grants by Oldham Council: Samaritans £250; 
Dr. Kershaw’s Hospice £200; Oldham Sym¬ 
phony Orchestra £225; Afro-Caribbean 
Project £32,213; Glodwick Bangladesh Society 
£33,249; Bangladesh Youth Association 
£28,139; Race Equality partnership £25,000; 
Pakistani Community centre £38,516. 

* * * 

DISABLED asylum-seekers must be given priority 
in the queue for council housing, the House of 
Lords ruled last month. 

The landmark decision by the law lords means 
that would-be refugees with disabilities can 
demand support from a local authority - even if 
Britons would not qualify for the same help. 

* * * 

SOLDIERS serving in Northern Ireland have 
been ordered to remove a Union flag badge from 
their uniforms in case they offend republicans. 

Those serving abroad as part of international 
coalitions are issued with the Union emblem 
shoulder flash to allow others to identify them 
easily as British, but on a piece of British 
territory this is forbidden. 

* * * 

A SOLDIER who lost a leg in Iraq has been 
refused a compensation payout by the MoD. 
Sgt. Albert Thompson had to have a leg 
ampu- tated when he was accidentally shot by 
one of his own men. The amputation could 
have been avoided had the medics possessed 
the necess- ary equipment to save the leg, but 
they did not. However, Sgt. Thompson’s 
application for compensation was refused. 

Meanwhile, former RAF pilot Padraidin 
Byard, after costing the service £3 million to 
train, was grounded after she became 
pregnant by a married squadron leader. 

Later she left the RAF and put in a complaint 


about institutionalised sexism, which she took 
to an industrial tribunal. Last month she 
received an unspecified payment from the 
MoD for hurt feelings. 

* * * 

BUSINESSWOMAN Felicity Elphick was attend¬ 
ing a public meeting in North Wales held in 
protest against the victimisation of drivers by the 
area’s chief constable Richard Brunstrom. She 
dared to say that the police were treating motor¬ 
ists as if they were hooligans, like the ones who 
rioted recently on the Caia Park estate just 
outside Wrexham. 

The next thing was that Mrs. Elphick was 
accused by a senior police officer present of 
being a ‘racist According to the officer, her 
comments were “highly discriminatory ” and 
could have “sinister racial undertones. ” She was 
warned of the threat of a “swift police response ” 
if she repeated them. 

The accusation of ‘racism ’ was presumably 
based on the fact that the Wrexham rioters were 
Kurds. 

* * * 

DESIGN studies is the most popular degree 
course in Britain, attracting more than 14,000 
students last year. The rise of the subject, 
alongside others such as ‘beverage studies’ 
tourism and travel, has heightened fears about 
‘Micky Mouse’ degrees. 

Official figures reveal that 35,000 took ‘soft 
options’ of this kind while 8,543 chose English, 
4,730 biology and 4,366 maths. 

* * * 

TAXPAYERS face a £100,000 legal bill after 
a terrorist jailed for 45 years won the right to 
be considered for early release. 

In April 1986 Jordanian Nezar Hindawi 
planted a bomb in the luggage of his pregnant 
Irish fiance as she was about to board a Tel 


Aviv-bound El A1 plane at Heathrow, but the 
bomb was detected. Hindawi was refused 
parole in April 2001, but in a state-funded 
case High Court Judge Richard McCombe 
ruled last month in his favour. 

* * * 

TIM Guest, a police officer in East Sussex, has 
been sacked as a result of a joke made about an 
ethnic youth who stepped in front of the car in 
which he was travelling with four colleagues 
after a team-building session. 

PC Guest said in jest: “We almost potted the 
black. ” Though it was not within earshot of the 
youth, he was reported and subsequently 
drummed out of the force. 

* * * 

THE BBC announced proudly last month that it 
had reached the target of having a staff that was 
10 per cent black or Asian. It went on to say that 
it was now raising its target to achieve a 12.5 per 
cent black and Asian represenation by 2008. 

At the same time the Corporation has begun a 
search for a new chairman of governors follow¬ 
ing the resignation of Gavin Davies, and has said 
that it particularly welcomes applications from 
“women, people from the ethnic minority comm¬ 
unities and the disabled.” 

* * * 

AT the ame time as the Government is claim¬ 
ing that it is cracking down on asylum-seek¬ 
ers, it is funding a charity that is handing 
food and clothing to hundreds of them over 
the Channel all desperately trying to get into 
Britain. 

The Home Office has granted nearly 
£40,000 of taxpayers’ money to Kent Refugee 
Action Network, which supplies provisions to 
illegal immigrants sleeping on the streets of 
Calais. 

* * * 

NETWORK Rail has thought up a new way to 
stop trains running late - fiddle the timetable. 

It will add five minutes to scheduled times, 
creating an illusion of greater punctuality! 
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THE LEGACY OF 
PAULINE HANSON 


IT seems that 2003 marked the 
conclusion of the remarkable Pauline 
Hanson story that began with her 
election to the national Parliament for 
the House of Representatives 
Queensland seat of Oxley in 1996. 

As the consequence of a 1999 
Queensland Supreme Court decision by 
Judge Roslyn Atkinson that her One 
Nation Party should be deregistered in 
that state, the Brisbane District Court on 
20th August last year, in the person of its 
Chief Justice Patsy Wolfe, found Hanson 
and her fellow party director David 
Ettridge guilty of fraudulendy obtaining 
nearly $500,000 from the Queensland 
Electoral Commissioner. Even though 
this money had been paid back by a 
herculean effort of One Nation suppor¬ 
ters, the two were sentenced to three 
years’ gaol. 

However, seventy-eight days later on 
6th November the Queensland Court of 
Appeal overturned the convictions. The 
original fraud charges had been instituted 
by the Queensland Director of Public 
Prosecutions, Leanne Clare, acting on the 
advice of the Queensland Electoral 
Commission. Australia’s national news¬ 
paper The Australian noted in its front 
page report on 7th November that the 
Court of Appeal gave four key reasons 
for its decision:- 

“There was a wealth of evidence to 
prove that the 500 people named on a 
list submitted to the Queensland 
Electoral Commission were members 
of a One Nation political party and 
were not merely members of a 
support group, as the prosecution had 
alleged. Trial judge Wolfe erred in 
failing in her summing up to refer to 
the plausible defence argument that 
the support movement was legally 
part of the political party. The prose¬ 
cution failed to prove Hanson and 
Ettridge had dishonest intentions 
when they submitted the list of 500 
names. The prosecution failed to 
negate the inference that statements 
attributed to Hanson and Ettridge, 
that the political party had only three 
members, were simply misinformation 
intended to confuse the membership 


and to entrench the management 
committee’s grip on power.” 

The gaoling of the One Nation pair 
unleashed an avalanche of comment in 
Australia’s national forums in August and 
September. 

There was a very widespread 


sentiment that the sentence was grossly 
excessive, and political leaders of the 
major parties felt obliged to express their 
own demurrals of various intensities. At 
the same time, suspicions were voiced in 
various quarters that questionable 
strategies had been employed to achieve 



Pauline Hanson, shown here with 
supporters on release from prison in 
November. 


the prison sentence; and Government 
minister Tony Abbott came under 
especially intense criticism for the role he 
had played through a group called 
Australians for Honest Politics, which 
had pressed hard in 1998-99 for the 
testing of the validity of the One Nation 
Party registration in Queensland in the 
state Supreme Court. 

Hanson’s Departure 

After her release from gaol, there was 
a new wave of media discussion centring 
on the question of whether or not 
Hanson would return to active politics 


and whether One Nation would enjoy 
increased public support, largely from 
sympathy for those so wrongfully treated. 
However, in January of this year Hanson 
finally announced that she would bow 
out of politics to begin a real estate 
investment business. It was not generally 


believed that One Nation would revive its 
fortunes at the Queensland state elections 
due last month. The party originally had 
two MPs in the state parliament, Bill 
Flynn and Rosa Lee Long. In the elect¬ 
ions, fought under conditions of great 
financial shortage due to money eaten up 
in legal costs, Mrs. Long retained her seat 
in Tablelands but Mr. Flynn was soundly 
beaten by the National candidate. 

Thus it seems an opportune moment 
to analyse various aspects of the events of 
2003 and then to attempt a deeper study 
of the essential nature of the Hanson 
phenomenon and its significance for 
future Australian politics - and perhaps 
politics elsewhere as well. 

The most immediate question to be 
asked is whether Hanson and Ettridge 
received fair treatment from the relevant 
Queensland legal and judicial bodies. It 
appears to the writer of this article that 
no proof of serious miscarriage of justice 
has so far been successfully brought 
forward, but that there is good reason to 
believe that the One Nation leaders were 
at least the victims of a combination of 
political bias and human error, the latter 
partly prompted by the former. 

In an opinion article ‘Quality, not 
quota’ in the Melbourne newspaper 
Herald Sun on 12th November, outspoken 
conservative columnist Andrew Bolt 
pointed out that “three women hired 
under affirmative action did more than 
most to gaol Hanson for a crime she 
didn’t commit.” Bolt was focusing 
particularly on the concern that political 


Writing from Australia, NIGEL fACKSON 
assesses the results of the One Nation party 
leader's challenge to political correctness 


Page 16 












motives of achieving ‘gender equality’ 
have been causing appointments to 
benches in Australia of women judges of 
markedly less competence than many 
male candidates. All three women in the 
present controversy, Atkinson, Clare and 
Wolfe, were Australian Labour Party 
appointments; and the ALP has been 
intensely hostile to Hanson and One 
Nation throughout. Jamie Walker, in 
‘Conviction Politician’ in The Australian 
on 22nd August, noted that the Brisbane 


newspaper The Courier Mailed pointed 
out that Wolfe had sent Hanson and 
Ettridge down for six times the prison 
term she imposed on a paedophile who 
molested an 11 -year-old girl in her bed. 
On the other hand, Tim Lyons, in a letter 
to the editor in The Australian on 27th 
August, pointed out that Wolfe had in 
2000 also given a three-year gaol 
sentence to ALP Townsville operative 
Karen Ehrmann, convicted on forty- 
seven charges arising from false electoral 
enrolments — which suggested political 
even-handedness in her sentencing. More 
recently, on 5th December The Australian 
reported that Ettridge, in a 270-page 
submission to Queensland’s Crime and 
Misconduct Commission, has included 
sworn affidavits testifying that three 
Queensland police officers came under 
political pressure to find evidence to 
support the criminal charges against 
himself and Hanson. 

So there is still a bit of a smell in the 
air. 

Machinations 

As for the question of alleged Liberal 
Party machinations to destroy One 
Nation (the Liberal Party is the major 
partner in Australia’s current coalition 
government, the other party being the 
rural-based National Party), there is no 
doubt that Tony Abbott, a tough-minded 
Catholic royalist who will be a contender 
for Liberal Party leadership when PM 
John Howard goes, acted with determin¬ 
ation from 1998 on to prevent One 
Nation from developing as a serious 


opponent of the coalition. It appears that 
he was genuinely opposed to One Nation 
on moral grounds, as well as being aware 
that it could cause a loss of national 
power from the coalition to the ALP by 
splitting the conservative vote. Abbott 
liaised with two other influential figures, 
Peter Coleman and former ALP minister 
John Wheeldon, both of whom have 
been associated with the high-quality 
literary and cultural monthly magazine 
Quadrant. Quadrant has for many decades 


adopted a position to the right of centre, 
but has strongly opposed ‘extreme right- 
wing’ positions based on nationalism and 
race consciousness. So the three men 
were natural enemies of Hanson and One 
Nation. However, despite feverish efforts 
by ALP supporters and other left-wingers 
to embarrass Abbott and PM Howard 
himself, it does not seem that any unlaw¬ 
ful behaviour was involved. Abbott had 
even informed the House of Represent¬ 
atives on 9th November 1998 that he, 
Coleman and Wheeldon were trustees of 
Australians for Honest Politics and what 
it was doing in the way of legal cam¬ 
paigning. 

Media views 

Analysis of editorials, feature articles, 
news reports, cartoons and letters to the 
editor in the three main Melbourne news¬ 
papers, The Australian, The Age and the 
Herald Sun , during the past six months 
shows that in general a negative picture 
of Hanson and One Nation has been 
painted, but that a number of perceptive 
observations have been made. 

Nicholas Rothwell penned a partic¬ 
ularly succinct commentary in his opinion 
article ‘In the end, a joke on herself in 
The Australian on 23rd-24th August. He 
began by asking how Hanson had 
become the besetting question in national 
life in the late Nineties. This was his 
answer:- 

“It was all in the style, the manner, 
the quality of attack... No-one in 
recent Australian public life has 
displayed the combination of anger 


and rawness that she showed. The 
disfranchised and embittered, the 
silently disaffected and the marginal 
rallied to her... Almost uncon¬ 
sciously. .. she had cracked open the 
great cultural division of the late 
Nineties and made it her message: 

‘elites’ - urban, rich, reconciliationist, 
multicultural, republican — were 
betraying ‘everyday Australians’. 

Hanson didn’t create the culture war 
but it was her single most vital theme 
and the basis of her voter support.” 

Rothwell astutely argued that PM 
John Howard, who took power in the 
same 1996 election in which Hanson was 
elected member for Oxley in Queens¬ 
land, was largely defined by Hanson and 
“his brilliantly played reactions to her.” 
Once the coalition had taken over several 
of her policies, “she was left without a 
thing to say.” Rothwell saw Hanson’s 
celebrity as having the nature of a cult. 
“Hence it was unstoppable in its prime 
and, when it vanished, it went to 
nothing.” 

He gave a sensitive account of what 
happened:- 

“The cult’s foundations were striking. 

She was a woman, yet not soft; she 
was brazen; she spoke out even 
though she trembled. She evoked 
protective instincts in her predomin¬ 
antly male enthusiasts; she was, in 
style and dress, aggressively sensual, in 
a particular Gold Coast kind of way... 
Like all cult leaders, she was mocked, 
and that gave her strength... She 
depended on... the dance with the 
media, with public fame. When the 
media withdrew its attentions..., 

Hanson dwindled away.” 

That point about her partnership with 
the media is a vital one, to which we will 
return later. Rothwell concluded: “Of 
course, other factors lay behind this fall: 
the perception that One Nation was 
chaotic and had mismanaged its money; 
the desertion of her various svengalis; her 
own weariness and unwillingness to 
soldier on... Like all personal politicians, 
she had only herself to sell; when more 
was needed, she was found wanting.” 

The reference to svengalis is to Hanson’s 
three key male advisers, John Pasquarelli, 
David Oldfield and Ettridge. There has 
been much gossip as to whether or not 
the attractive and twice-divorced Hanson 
was or was not sexually involved with 
one or more of these. Certainly she met 
Oldfield at a Canberra nightclub on the 
evening of her maiden speech in the 

Contd. overleaf 
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Pauline Hanson tapped into a strong current of popular sentiment in Australia when 
she opposed the policy of caving in to every Aboriginal demand. The Aborigines have 
contributed absolutely nothing to the development of the country. 


THE LEGACY OF 
PAULINE HANSON 

(Contd. from prev. page) 

Parliament in September 1996; and they 
have been enemies since their falling out, 
Oldfield even threatening to write a 
‘tell-all’ book about her, which he now 
says he will not produce because the 
public have lost interest in her. Hanson 
also clashed with other One Nation 
notables, both male and female. One of 
them was Barbara Hazelton, who 
initiated the 1999 Supreme Court suit. 
This propensity to create enemies 
certainly made it easier for Hanson’s 
political opponents to undo her. An 
irony of the scenario is that Oldfield 
worked for Tony Abbott until he 
defected to join One Nation! 

Move to the Right 

Michael Gordon, in ‘A martyr to the 
end’ in The Age on 23rd August, 
suggested that Hanson “fizzled out” 
because she was “exposed by her own 
lack of substance, the loopiness of her 
policy prescriptions — especially on tax - 
and, ultimately, by the dodgy nature of 
the political organisation constructed 
around her.” He quoted Jim Barron, the 
former Queensland Liberal Party state 
director who had disendorsed Hanson 
for Oxley in 1996, as saying that 
Hanson’s legacy is “that subjects that 
were previously off-limits because of the 
danger of inciting racial intolerance 
remain up for discussion.” We shall 
revisit that claim later. Gordon also 
quoted a different conception of 
Hanson’s legacy, expressed by social 
researcher and columnist Hugh Mackay 
to the effect that “she moved mainstream 
politics and especially the Coalition very 
significandy to the Right.” Mackay 
warned that “the Hanson experience 
demonstrates that national politics is still 
ripe for being hijacked by any figure who 
has a populist punch,” and added that “if 
you’re a colourful figure with an earthy 
style, in touch with concerns at the grass¬ 
roots level, then you can make a real 
impact.” 

Neil Mitchell, in ‘She’s finished’ in the 
Herald Sun on 11th November, expressed 
a widely held view succincdy: “Many 
people, particularly in rural Australia, felt 
ignored by the major political parties 
because the national agenda was manipu¬ 
lated by people on both sides of politics 
who thought democracy was wasted on 
the average Australian.” Whether he was 


right to add: “That has changed.” is more 
debatable. 

Greg Sheridan, in ‘Pilloried for an act 
of decency’ in The Australian on 4th 
September, analysed Hanson’s influence 
on the Liberal Party. “The key issue was 
preference allocation. If the racism that 
was at the heart of Hanson’s popular 
appeal really made her party morally 
different from all other mainstream 
parties, then the Liberals and Nationals 
had no alternative but to put her last on 
all preference cards... There was a great 
struggle for the soul of the Liberal Party 
in relation to Hanson.” Sheridan saw the 
One Nation saga as part of a broader 
pattern: “Many of the far-right, racist and 
anti-immigration parties of Western 
Europe have imploded in recent years on 
the basis of financial irregularities and 
bitter internal disputes. The Hansonite 
movement followed the script exactly.” 

By contrast, Nigel Wilson, in ‘Sting in 
red comet’s tail’ in The Australian on 
17th-18th January, saw One Nation 
differently:- 

“One Nation and its original suppor¬ 
ters were a group of amateurs who 
felt traditional political parties had 
become too cynical and power-hungry 
and were ignoring them - and that 
administrative, political and judicial 
institutions were pandering to elite 
groups... Populism was at the heart 
of One Nation’s pitch. It never 
represented a purely anti-migration, 
anti-Aboriginal point of view, despite 
many attempts to characterise its 
supporters as a racist underclass.” 

Wilson also commented on Hanson’s 
tax policy:- 

“Famously, Hanson in 1998 proposed 


a flat rate tax of 2 per cent on each 
and every transaction, called Easytax, 
which, she said, would lead to the 
abolition of personal income tax and 
force multinational corporations to 
pay their fair share of tax. Hanson 
pitched the proposal at a simple level: 
the tax system was too complicated 
and no one should have to employ a 
tax accountant to fill out a personal 
income tax return... Easytax was easy 
to discredit because One Nation had 
insufficient organisational and admin¬ 
istrative resources to counter obvious 
flaws in the argument.” 

Other aspects 

A number of other observations may 
be looked at briefly to round out this 
portrait of the coverage by major print 
media. Peter Coleman, in ‘Abbott 
deserves a medal’ in The Australian on 
28th August, argued that: “One Nation 
had failed in all its causes. Free trade 
continued to replace protectionism. 
Immigration supplanted xenophobia. We 
take more refugees than ever. Practical 
reconciliation became the accepted 
Aboriginal policy. Privatisation of Telstra 
is still high on the agenda” (Telstra, 
formerly Telecom, is the national 
telecommunications corporation). 
Coleman’s use of the pejorative term 
‘xenophobia’, instead of a neutral term 
such as “protection of the British and 
European nature of the nation,” shows 
his political bias; and in this respect he 
echoed many more or less mindless 
letters to the editor. 

James Morrow, in ‘Young embrace 
hopes of Hanson’ in The Australian on 
3rd October, claimed that “with the 
exception of a few issues such as cutting 
migration (supported as well by many 
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no-growth greens), most of what One 
Nation stands for is hard-left populism... 
One Nation opposed Australia’s involve¬ 
ment in the war in Iraq... From its very 
beginning, One Nation has proudly taken 
a stance against economic globalisation.” 
It becomes apparent that the terms left’ 
and ‘right’ are not adequate for any truly 
valid definition of the party and its 
significance. 

Veteran hater of the ‘extreme right’, 
Phillip Adams, in ‘Brewers desert 
poisoned pot’ in The Australian on 2nd 
September, after wittily calling Hanson 
“the witch of Ipswich” (famously, she 
had a fish and chip shop in Ipswich, 
Queensland, before entering Parliament), 
gave an important reminder as he comm¬ 
ented on why the Liberals had disen- 
dorsed Hanson before the 1996 elections. 
“Then she started saying embarrassing 
things about Asian migrants. Embarrass¬ 
ing in that they were virtually verbatim 
the things that John Howard had said in 
the late 1980s and which had cost him 
the Liberal leadership.” In my article on 
Hanson and One Nation in Spearhead No. 
340 (June 1997), I remarked on that 
dramatic moment in Australian politics in 
1988 by recalling how Howard “went on 
to buckle under media pressure, making 
the memorably pathetic comment: ‘I 
don’t have a prejudiced bone in my 
body’.” (Other editions of Spearhead 
containing articles on Hanson include 
Nos. 334, 353 and 357 — December 1996, 
July 1998 and November 1998). 
Enormous force was exerted against 
Howard with extraordinary rapidity at 
that time, something worth remembering 
when we consider the current demise of 
Hanson and One Nation. 

Anathema to the Establishment 

Jamie Walker, in The Australian on 
31st January-1st February, quoted 
Queensland coalition leader Lawrence 
Springborg as saying he will accept 
former One Nation members on his 
parliamentary team provided they 
repudiate One Nation’s view — “as long 
as they do not subscribe to or in any way 
support those particular principles any 
more.” Leaving aside the vagueness, this 
indicates that One Nation represented 
something that was anathema to the 
Establishment — to the mainstream 
political parties, the mainstream media 
and the powers behind those entities. 
Thus, The Australian tried to bury Hanson 
in its editorial ‘Hanson the architect of 
her sad fate’ on 22nd August:- 


“She spoke for a million-plus Austral¬ 
ians who were enduring a long season 
of discontent. Hanson said things that 
many Australians wanted said - 
people who thought trade reform was 
destroying jobs, that there were too 
many immigrants, especially from 
Asia, and that Aborigines received 
rights denied to other Australians. She 
was wrong on all issues.” 

How easy it is to brush aside a million 
citizens when you sit in the Establish¬ 
ment-protected editorial chair! Six days 
later, in another editorial ‘Hot air good 
for One Nation’, The Australian sneered at 
“Hanson’s phoney reputation as a down¬ 
trodden battler,” and claimed that “what 
she actually stood for” was “xenophobia 
and discord.” 

Newspaper insults 

It is not surprising, therefore, that the 
major newspapers published plenty of 
insults against Hanson and One Nation 
in their letter columns. For example, 
Andrew Pahlman, in The Age on 23rd 
August, wrote that “Australia’s shame for 
the strength of political support Hanson 
once seemed to enjoy cannot be ex¬ 
punged by an excessively harsh sentence.” 
In the same edition, Philip Semmens 
noted that “Human dignity was at stake 
in the Hanson trial, not merely short¬ 
term advantage for grubby political 
hacks.” Jean Jenkins stated: “I have 
always abhorred the principles on which 
Hanson’s policies, notably those on 
refugees and our indigenous population, 
are based.” and Brian Williams blasted 
her “xenophobic and inhumane policies.” 

Rex Condon, in the Herald Sun on 1 st 
September claimed: “The single mums, 
the indigenous people were all jail bait in 
the Hanson world prior to her inglorious 
downfall.” Wellington Lee, ex-vice- 
chairman of the Federated Ethnic 
Communities Council of Australia and a 
prominent and publicly recognised 
spokesman for the Victorian Chinese 
community, wrote in The Age on 3rd 
September: “We should never forget the 
bitter divisions of our society caused by 
racism and hate of the Hanson era,” and 
referred to “the venom coming from 
Hanson’s mouth.” Barry Everingham, 
laying aside his habitual anti-royalist 
obsession, commented in The Australian 
on 29th August on “the nightmare that 
Hanson has come to represent.” Evering¬ 
ham claimed that “scientifically con¬ 
ducted poll data by Australian political 
scientists in scholarly journals has shown 


that the One Nation voter or sympa¬ 
thiser is relatively unique and distinct in 
their persistent disaffection and attention 
to race and ethnicity.” He thus concluded 
that in Australia there remains “a reser¬ 
voir of alienation that can be exploited,” 
and expostulated: “... but at what cost to 
public values and tolerance, not to 
mention foreign respect and prestige?” 
Then I. Emmanuel, in The Australian of 
28th August, chimed in with an image of 
“illiterate rednecks running around the 
country wanting to give prominence to a 
woman with little intellect and no integ¬ 
rity.” All of this, of course, amounts to a 
well-orchestrated presentation of what 
John Stuart Mill once called “unmeasured 
vituperation.” 

A few defenders 

However, a few salient points were 
made by sympathisers here and there. 
Bear Stanley, in The Australian on 1 st 
September, wrote: “The statement by 
Tony Abbott that Hanson ‘had to be 
stopped’ can be interpreted two ways: 
either she was expressing many of the 
secret (and not-so-secret) policies of the 
Coalition and thus was ‘stealing votes’, or 
she and those who voted for her must 
not be permitted to have a voice in Parlia¬ 
ment - democracy needed to be deterred 
in order not to upset the status quo.” 
Keith Koehne, in The Australian on 25th 
August, commented: “The cruel and 
unusual punishment of Hanson may just 
be the catalyst that a truly Australian 
political movement needs to revitalize 
it... Hanson’s basic policy was not wrong 
for a significant number of Australians, 
but was delivered naively in the ruthless 
world of party politics.” Ted Gallop, in 
The Australian on 22nd August, suggested 
that:- “Hanson’s fate just goes to show 
that the forces of political correctness, 
when faced with what they see as an 
enemy, are just as capable of creating 
hysteria and pouring out intolerance, 
vindictiveness and hatred as they say she 
is. In fact they’ve gone a couple of steps 
further and included revenge in their 
repertoire. The judge was just wielding 
the sword for those just and good people 
who hated her so much.” And Matthew 
Brennan, in The Australian on 28th August 
concluded that “The message that this 
sends is that the public and political 
processes in Australia are controlled now 
by power elites and that, unless one has 
great and powerful friends, one should 
stay right out of public life.” 

Contd. overleaf 
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Behind the smoke 

The writer of this article admired 
Pauline Hanson’s maiden speech in 
Parliament in September 1996 (repro¬ 
duced in full in Spearhead No. 334), but by 
1998 was sceptical of her competence to 
lead a new national political party succ¬ 
essfully. That scepticism has been 
justified by events. At the same time it is 
clear that the media coverage of Hanson 
and One Nation during the past six 
months has tended to misrepresent them. 

There has, too, effectively been no 
mention of the really vital story behind 
the Hanson phenomenon, which is that it 
stifled a threat to the political Establish¬ 
ment that was potentially much greater - 
that of Graeme Campbell, the then 
independent MP for Kalgoorlie, and his 
Australia First Party. It is a tragedy that 
Hanson did not opt in 1998 to join forces 
with Campbell and align herself behind 
him. It is disgraceful that she allowed 
One Nation to stand a candidate against 
Campbell in the 1998 federal elections, 
the result of which was that he lost his 
seat without One Nation winning it. 
Presumably some of Hanson’s closest 
advisers, perhaps in pursuit of their own 
ambitions, led her into making these 
disastrous errors of judgement. 

Contrast in coverage 

In this context I return to Nicholas 
Rothwell’s reference to Hanson’s depen¬ 
dence on the media. It is clear that after 
Hanson’s emergence on the national 
scene, Australia’s major media gave her 
and One Nation enormous publicity 
(even if much of it was phrased in hostile 
terms) while giving Campbell and Aust¬ 
ralia First an almost total dose of the 
silent treatment. Thus, the latter were 
choked at a critical stage of their attempt 
to found an effective anti-Establishment 
party. That the relevant million Austral¬ 
ian voters were so easily fooled into 
supporting Hanson and ignoring Camp¬ 
bell says much about media power to 
distort democracy; indeed, it even leads 
one to question whether the mass of 
ordinary people are competent to have a 
say in the choice of national govern¬ 
ments. As a traditionalist, I am, like Plato, 
no great fan of democracy and prefer 
aristocracy, a position the Hanson 
debacle has strengthened in me. 

It should be noted that, whereas 
Campbell correctly exposed the intense 
Jewish Zionist lobbying behind the 
unpopular Racial Hatred Bill of 1994, 


which seriously limits freedom of 
expression in Australia, Hanson, during 
her efforts to promote One Nation, 
engaged in a ritual denunciation of 
“anti-Semitism” and said that she and her 
party would not collaborate with “anti- 
semites”. That contrast of positions on 
what is possibly the great political 
question of our times (the threat of 
Jewish power, as David Duke has 



GRAEME CAMPBELL 
A much better bet for nationalists in 
Australia, he was marginalised as a result 
of the big media build-up of Hanson 

eloquently put it in his major books My 
Awakening and Jewish Suprematism) almost 
certainly explains why the media treated 
Hanson and Campbell in such different 
ways; but the matter was never, or almost 
never, referred to in media discussions 
during the past six months. 

No chance to explain policies 

Furthermore, it is clear that Hanson 
and her supporters (or Campbell and his) 
were not given article space in which to 


present their own assessments of the 
One Nation phenomenon, and that the 
idea that she might have been right to 
defend the rights of the white majority in 
Australia against Establishment policies 
on Asian migration and the ‘Aboriginal 
industry’ was not given any adequate 
coverage whatever. The violence against 
her public meetings, such as those in 
Hobart, Tasmania, and Geelong, Victoria, 
has also been conveniently forgotten; 
and, in the noisy confusion of debate 
over whether or not One Nation was 
basically rightist or leftist, there has been 
no attempt to show that her overall 
position amounted to a sustained attack 
on a globalist and ‘New World Order’ 
programme, that it made sense in that 
context, and that it showed the relative 
irrelevance of right-left hostility (which 
the globalists use in order to divide and 
weaken national populations). Thus, 
there was no analysis of that programme 
or of the significance of Hanson and One 
Nation in that context. 

This all indicates clearly that the 
claims of John Howard, Jim Barron, Neil 
Mitchell and others that public debate on 
‘forbidden topics’ associated with race, 
immigration and multiculturalism is now 
allowed in Australia without recrimin¬ 
ation or restriction, thanks to Hanson 
and One Nation, is by no means wholly 
true. There may have been some easing 
up since the ideologically-driven ALP 
Keating government held sway, but the 
Establishment still obfuscates much 
through its tight control of the media and 
the politicians of both sides of ‘main¬ 
stream’ or ‘acceptable’ politics. 

Australia needs a new nationalist 
movement which can learn from the 
failed approaches of the last ten years. 

Our Australian correspondent Nigel Jackson 
is a poet and teacher and resides in Melbourne. 


New CD available! 

CD of the National Front's St. 
George's Day march and rally in 
Wood Green, North London, 1977. 
This historical recording contains 
speeches by Andrew Fountaine, 
John Harrison-Broadley, Martin 
Webster and John Tyndall (pictured 
at the event on left). This CD fully 
captures the atmosphere of nation¬ 
alist history being made. 

Price £10.00. Available from Tyr 
Services , BCM TYR, London WC1N 
3XX. Please make cheques and POs out 
to Tyr Services. 
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THE WAY WE 
LIVE NOW 

Some observations on contemporary society 
by JUNIUS 


Scrupulously fair 

Headmaster (addressing the 
assembled school): "As you all 
know, Jones Minor was 
severely punished after other 
boys testified that he poss¬ 
essed a catapult. I now have to 
tell you that, following an 
extensive and thorough search 
of his belongings, we have not 
so far found a catapult or any 
similar means of firing missiles, 
although the discovery of a 
short piece of elastic and a 
broken ruler indicate to us that 
this type of offensive weapon 
could possibly have been manu¬ 
factured by him at some future 
date. I have therefore asked the 
Geography master, the French 
master and the school caretaker 
to conduct an inquiry into the 
reliability of the evidence which 
led to Jones getting the good 
wacking which, in any event, 
he thoroughly deserved. 

Eurowatch: two 
more scandals 

British universities will 
receive government money up 
front for the tens of thousands 
of East European students who 
register for degree courses. But 
in the students' countries of 
origin scarcely any of these will 
ever reach the £15,000-a-year 
income threshold when pay¬ 
back would be required, as the 
average annual income in the 
ten new member states is just 
£4,000. And, even for the 
handful who might just, in their 
later years, reach the threshold, 
the Student Loans Company 
would need to pursue, through 
debt-collection agencies, claims 
in the region of £9,000 against 
each of those who decided to 
make a run for it, move house 
or change their name to avoid 
having to pay up. Triennial cost 
to the taxpayer is estimated at 
£900 million - almost certainly 
an underestimate, for which we 
will get nothing in return. 

MEPs and national govern¬ 
ments have agreed to spend, as 
a modest beginning, £5.7 
million on funding those polit¬ 
ical parties which are favour¬ 
able to the aims of the EU, to 
assist them in setting up their 
new headquarters in Brussels. 
This will be music to the ears of 
David Triesman, Tony's newest 
'lordship' and former General 
Secretary of the Labour Party, 
who would like to see 'app¬ 
roved' British parties subsidised 
by the taxpayer. Surely the 
dimmest voters will realise that 
when this happens the tattered 
remains of our 'democracy' will 
be gone for ever. 


No, we are 
not surprised 

In the bad old days when 
South Africa was competently 
governed, we were constantly 
reminded about the 'shanty 
towns' where so many black 
people had to live. Today the 
word is 'informal settlements' - 
homes away from home to 
three million people, hundreds 
of which have sprung up across 
the countryside. Typically, these 
comprise rows of windowless 
one-room shacks around 9 feet 
square, often only inches apart, 
and without any heating, 
running water or sanitation. 

One of these hell-holes, to the 
north-west of Johannesburg, 
houses 200,000 wretches of 
whom 85 per cent are unem¬ 
ployed. Basic portable lavat¬ 
ories, provided by the authorit¬ 
ies, are mostly filthy, broken 
and blocked and, in any case, 
wholly unsafe to use after dark 
- a couple of murders every 
night being the minimum expec¬ 
tation. 

Children can be seen picking 
over festering rubbish tips 
which are breeding grounds for 
rats and flies; social services 
are non-existent and, for what 
it is worth (and that is not 
much), the nearest police 
station is five miles away. Even 
those few who have some sort 
of job are likely to drown their 
sorrows in drink to blot out the 
hopelesness of their situation. 
Courtesy of our advanced years, 
we can vividly recall the antics 
of young imbeciles parading 
around Oxford and elsewhere 
shrieking about the injustice of 
the old system of separate 
development. For our own part 
we would say that, if this is 
what one-man-one-vote is all 
about, then millions of despair¬ 
ing South African Blacks will be 
wistfully looking back at how 
things once were. 

What we all fear 

It's no laughing matter 
when you lose your job. Take 
the heart-rending case of Kazia 
Kantor, former finance director 
of the holiday firm My Travel, 


who turned out to be the wrong 
person for the position after 
only nine months. This poor 
dear walked out into the cold 
with just £600,000 compen¬ 
sation, which, with her salary, 
meant that her total remuner¬ 
ation was not much more than 
£1 million for the year to Sep¬ 
tember last. Now dry your eyes 
and reflect that it could have 
been worse! 

No improvement 

Commenting on Much ado 
about nothing, the 19th century 
essayist, William Hazlitt, ob¬ 
served that:- 

"Dogberry and Verges in this 
play are inimitable specimens 
of quaint blundering and mis¬ 
prisions of meaning; and are a 
standing record of that formal 
gravity of pretension and total 
want of common understand¬ 
ing, which Shakespeare no 
doubt copied from real life, 
and which in the course of 
two hundred years appear to 
have ascended from the 
lowest to the highest offices 
in the state." 

(Characters of Shakespeare's 
Plays, 1817) 

The writer was clearly 
unimpressed with the 'Estab¬ 
lishment' of his own time. So 
what would have been his 
thoughts on Blair's barmy 
Britain in 2004? And how 
would he have coped with the 
'quality' newspapers of today - 
for example, the following from 
a recent edition of The Times ? 

"It's your holiday. You don't 
want some stale old hotel 
everyone else went to last 
century. You want the hottest 
spots, the freshest haunts, 
places to make you go wow. 
Susan d'Arcy presents a new 
world of travel for cool cats." 

Hang on! We thought it was 
only dogs that went 'wow'. 
Even so, the article was not 
without merit, as it listed several 
suggested destinations which, 
we conjectured, would be best 
avoided, the possibility of a 
chance encounter with either 
Miss d'Arcy or some other ref¬ 
rigerated feline being an event 
too fearful to contemplate. 


Getting away with it 

Safely tucked away in her 
rogue's retreat, otherwise 
known as Israel, 'Dame' Shirley 
Porter has yet to pay a single 
penny of the £37 million in 
surcharges levied for her part in 
Tory-controlled Westminster 
Council's 'homes for votes' 
scandal which grabbed the 
headlines some 15 years ago. 
Whatever happened to the 
'seizing of assets', or maybe 
even extradition? Perhaps MI6 
could stage an 'Eichmann' in 
reverse. But no, probably not. 
Something tells us that they'd 
botch it if they tried! 

Sword in the Sand 

The stocky, barrel-chested, 
black-bearded man had been 
asked how his resistance outfit 
was managing for money. Sym¬ 
bolically, he reached down and 
took up a handful of his native 
soil saying: "This is the only 
wealth that concerns us." Un¬ 
fortunately for the propagan¬ 
dists in the White House, Abu is 
not your typical devotee of 
Osama bin Laden but a former 
university professor who is 
determined to avenge the rape 
of his land and his culture. He 
distances himself from other 
factions that have, he feels, 
wrongly targeted their own 
people. In another part of Iraq, 
Muhammad and his Sunni 
guerrillas favour a more drastic 
line. Only a year ago this young 
man would not have regarded 
himself as a fanatic, but now, a 
frustrated victim of alien occu¬ 
pation, he seems to believe, 
wrongly we feel, that he can 
identify with Al-Qaeda, with 
whom at present he has no 
contact. He will not accept any 
government put in place by the 
so-called coalition: "They will 
be ruled by the devil Bush, and 
we will fight on until we are 
martyrs." Our media, presum¬ 
ably taking their orders direct 
from Washington, refer to all 
these groups as 'insurgents'; 
surely a strange appellation for 
men and women risking their 
lives to rid their country of 
invaders. 

it may never happen 

Thanks to the efforts of a 
bunch of meddling busybodies, 
ably supported by an army of 
professional troublemakers, the 
Sword of Damocles will be 
suspended over our heads while 
the International Olympic 
Committee meditates on where 
its 2012 circus will be staged. 
The threat is real but, as ever, 
we must look on the bright side! 
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The Editor 
' Spearhead' 

PO Box 2471 
Hove 

E. Sussex BN3 4DT 


SIR: So there is now to be an enquiry into 
the attack on and invasion of Iraq. I deliber¬ 
ately avoid the word 'war' because it was 
not that at all. 

This attack and invasion of Iraq was so 
immoral that it will remain a stain on our 
country's history for many many years to 
come. I take the view that 100 Dr. Kellys, 
Gilligans, Dykes, Scarletts, et al, can never 
be weighed against the destruction of a 
sovereign country. We all know the devas¬ 
tation caused by this so-called shock and 
awe bombing against a country which, 
even if it desired, could never be a threat to 
Britain. 

In the House, T. Blair, our so-called 
Prime Minister, tried to justify the attack by 
accusing Saddam Hussein of being a brutal 
dictator, who threatened the peace of the 
region, when the only real threat to the 
region (i.e. the Middle East) is the state of 
Israel - a state, incidentally, which was 
corruptly acquired, viciously maintained 
and aggressively expanded. 

In short, our soldiers attacked and 
invaded Iraq, many giving their lives, not 
for this country but for the sole purpose of 
assisting Israel. It is preposterous. 

Last month this was confirmed by a 
United States State Department Official 
who said when interviewed on TV: "We 
were under considerable pressure from 
Israel to do this." 

As is also well known, Saddam vehem¬ 
ently opposed the 'Zionist Entity', as he 
referred to Israel, and supported the Pales¬ 
tinian widows/mothers of suicide bombers 
who surrendered their lives in the struggle 
for liberation by giving them the equivalent 
of £25,000 sterling. 

The blunt fact is that Iraq was no threat 
at all to us or to Europe and was incapable 
of doing any harm to the U.S.A. 

To summarise, so well has TB served 
Israel and Judaic America that he may well 
be buried on the Mount of Olives, alongside 
that other Labour-supporting criminal and 
gangster, Robert Maxwell. To atone for 
this immorality, which reeks of an attempt 
at World Government, TB should resign or 
be told to go. After that, the House should 
vote to restore completely at least one of 
Saddam's palaces in Baghdad at our 
expense. We should also reconstitute the 
Ba-ath party and release Saddam forth¬ 
with. After that, our priority for financial 
and material aid should be directed towards 
Iraq at the expense of other third world 
countries and asylum-seekers. I know all 
this could never bring back Saddam's four 
children, who were all killed as a result of 


the attack, but at least it would be seen by 
the Iraqi people as an apology. This may 
appear bizarre; but contrition, if it is to 
mean anything at all, must be manifested 
by a gesture of this kind; mere words could 
never be sufficient. 

PHILIP FORDER-WHITE 
Charlton, Shaftsbury, Dorset 

SIR: Sergeant Steye Roberts was shot 
dead during a riot in Basra. Samantha 
Roberts, his widow, claims that his death 
was brought about by the shortage of 
bullet-proof jackets, for which she blames 
Defence Secretary Hoon. She has called for 
Hoon to resign. 

It is wholly understandable that Mrs. 
Roberts is bitter in her grief, but she is 
blaming the wrong man. While it is true 
that Hoon is guilty of negligence, the real 
blame must lie entirely with Tony Bliar, 
who took Britain into the futile and unnec¬ 
essary war with Iraq for no good reason. 

Bliar must accept the blame not only for 
the death of Sgt. Roberts, but also for 
every death and injury sustained by British 
forces personnel, who ought never to have 
been deployed in Iraq. Bliar is Prime Minis¬ 
ter. The buck stops with him. 

N.G. CHARNLEY 
Blackpool, Lancs. 

SIR: I would agree with the comments in 
Spearhead that the illegal occupation of 
Iraq is but a step in the process of incorpor¬ 
ating nations into Bush's New World Order 
- in particular Islamic nations, since they 
present the main obstacle to the NWO, not 
merely for religious reasons - their hostility 
to the West's liberal creed - but for econ¬ 
omic reasons, since Islam is opposed to 
usury and international capitalism. Seem¬ 
ingly, Britain is merely a satellite state of 
the U.S.A. Have you noticed how media 
speech is being increasingly Americanised? 

The Iraqi President was in no doubt 
who are the real enemies: the Zionist 
terrorists who run Israel and control 
Washington. He told his people so. No 
doubt it was these he meant when he 
referred at the beginning of last year to 
'dark powers' at work in the world. So it 
has turned out. 

The Iraqi government now removed 
was of course intensely nationalistic and 
patriotic. It was also socialist - its besett¬ 
ing sin! 

But with the discovery that we have 
only five more years of North Sea oil left 
(and two years of natural gas, as reported 
in the 'posh' papers; why then are we not 
re-opening the coal mines?), we now 
perhaps understand why Mr. Blair was so 
keen to back Washington in Iraq, i.e. hope¬ 
fully get a share of some cheap oil? For oil 
supply is still a key object of the invasion. It 
is history repeating itself, for most of our 
20th century strategy with regard to Iraq 
has been about oil. 

Now much to the forefront are Wash¬ 
ington's ongoing attempts to control the 
world's oil/gas and mineral resources. We 
now know it was one of the factors in 
going into Afghanistan; further back, it was 
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South Africa's mineral wealth that brought 
Western intervention in that country (now 
enjoying 25 per cent unemployment and all 
the advantages of liberal government) 
culminating in the removal of the white 
government in favour of a black pro-marx- 
ist one. I could go on, but there is a definite 
pattern to the 22 wars that the Americans 
have been involved in since World War II, 
not to mention the interventions in forming 
governments, especially through the CIA 
(some 70, as noted by John Pilger). 

It is interesting to learn that Washing¬ 
ton is still pursuing its imperialistic aims 
(the Soviets got that one right): bases set 
up the other side of the Himalayas, in 
Kirghizstan and elsewhere - to be near the 
Caspian/Siberian reserves and control the 
eastward routes? Under Russia's nose in 
fact - what provocation! Little is said about 
this in our media. No doubt the govern¬ 
ments of the countries in question will have 
yielded to bribery or intimidation - they 
know what they will get if they do not 
co-operate! Look at Iraq, they'll think. And 
one Arab state, Libya, has clearly got the 
message and is making itself amenable to 
Washington - not that it will be of any 
avail. Mr. Putin will have to watch himself! 

Someone has aptly drawn a comparison 
between Washington and Imperial Rome. 
Given the way America is extending itself 
militarily around the globe, it is easy to see. 

As for Israel, I am still not convinced 
that it was the chief reason for the 
invasion. To be sure, Iraq was the only 
Arab country that presented any real 
threat, but Israel could quite easily have 
protected itself against that country, even 
with its supergun, which clearly Israel had 
not got! I recognise, though, that Israel 
would be quite happy to let someone else 
do the fighting. 

However, the US and British govern¬ 
ments should bear Kipling's lines in mind:- 

"And the end of the fight is a tomb¬ 
stone white with the name of the 
deceased, 

And the epitaph drear: "A fool lies 
here who tried to hustle the East." 

M.J. BLAND 
Sheffield 

SIR: It's all very well to brand Theodore 
Dalrymple as a quitter (February Spear¬ 
head). Not only can I not blame him; I 
intend on my approaching retirement to 
emulate him. It is estimated that one in five 
pensioners will relocate to Spain for their 
old age, and no prizes for guessing why! 

This country is going to the dogs. 
Millions of foreigners allowed to settle and 
colonise parts of the country, and any who 
complain may go to jail for 'racism'. Demo¬ 
cracy? This country is in the grip of a type 
of Blairist Communism, with any dissent 
crushed by a bent judiciary and lying, 
twisted, evil politicians. As a practising 
Christian I find the influx of Muslims deeply 
offensive. 

History will show what a big mistake 
this is, but why should I stay around to 
watch the fights and containerised civil 
war that is on the cards? It will be just like 
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other countries where Muslims have 
settled close to other faiths and life-styles. 
Much news is censored now to avoid 
inciting bad race relations, and we are 
being conditioned to accept more and more 
alien races and culture via the BBC and 
other media. We indigenous Brits are 
ignored. Our wishes are marginalised, and 
we are persecuted in our own country. 

I am a loyal BNP supporter but unless 
by some miracle we can get into govern¬ 
ment there is no hope for our futures. I 
have supported the BNP financially and by 
leafleting and helping where possible. 
Basically, the British public is more inter¬ 
ested in watching the TV and trash like I'm 
a celebrity: get me out of here! than think¬ 
ing about the future for their children, their 
country and their own old age. You cannot 
change that sort of ignorant mind set; 
people get the country and government 
they deserve. 

I think Dr. Dalrymple has the right idea! 
VIVIENNE PARKER (Mrs.) 

Downham Market, Norfolk 

SIR: I am referring to your article 'Day of 
Humiliation' (February Spearhead) to put 
right a little error. 

The Queen Mary 2 was not built in Le 
Havre, but by Chantiers de I'Atlantique' at 
Saint Nazaire, Southern Brittany. 

However, France has no reason to 
rejoice at the launching of this ship. Every¬ 
one in Saint Nazaire knows perfectly well 
that producing the Queen Mary 2 has been 
a 'one-off': activity at the shipyards will 
now be put on the back burner again, and 
unemployment will again rise. Apart from a 
very few new orders, the shipyard's back¬ 
log is desperately empty! 

Just like those of Britain and Germany, 
the economy of France is going down the 
drain. 

JEAN-LOUIS PESTEIL 
Thionville-Guentrange, France 

(EDITOR'S NOTE: We must thank M. 

Pesteil for drawing our attention to the 
careless error shown up in last month's 
coverage of the QM2 affair). 

SIR: The piece last month on the coming of 
the Eastern European gypsies asks the 
question: Have they (the Government) 
gone stark raving mad? No, of course they 
haven't. They know exactly what they're 
doing. 

The clue to the Government's inten¬ 
tions is to be found in Robin Cook's 
infamous 'Chicken Tikka Masala' speech of 
a short time ago. "The British," Mr. Cook 
informed us, "are not a race but a gathering 
of countless different races, the vast 
majority of which are not indigenous to 
these islands." But anyone over 50 (Mr. 
Clark included) knows from his or her own 
memory that this description is grossly 
untrue. On the other hand, as a description 
of what Labour want us to become it is 
only too accurate. Why do Labour want 
this? Because the party believes in 'One 
World', not in Britain, and it is busily 
remaking Britain to fit it for 'One World'. 


How can Labour get away with it in the 
face of an electorate which would kick 
them into oblivion if it was aware of what 
its Government has in store for this 
country? Because there is no Opposition in 
Parliament! Can anyone remember any 


This month, because of the 
larger than usual number of 
letters we have received, we are 
extending our correspondence 
section to two pages. In the 
future we may do so again, 
depending on the volume. 


leading parliamentary politician opposing or 
contradicting Cook's 'Chicken Tikka 
Masala' speech? Of course not. 

J.R. BELL 
Slough, Berks. 

SIR: The figure of two million for the ethnic 
minorities in London that John Tyndall 
gave in his article on space in the January 
Spearhead is, I believe, a serious under¬ 
estimate. 

When I worked for the now defunct 
ILER, Education Committee reports stated 
that they did not know how many immig¬ 
rants there were in Inner London - and this 
from the authorities responsible for edu¬ 
cation in the area! 

That was the case then and that is the 
case now, both in London and nationwide. 
We simply do not know the exact figures. 
All figures given are just estimates or 
guesswork. For instance, I have seen the 
figure for the number of Muslims now in 
this country variously stated as one million, 
two million, four million - take your pick! 

The last census was a farce. I worked 
as an enumerator years ago to supplement 
my main income. The work could be done 
on evenings and at weekends. This time 
around, my daughter and her partner 
worked as enumerators. They tell me that 
in the large older houses divided into four 
or five flats or rooms there was just no way 
they could do their work accurately. For 
official purposes many immigrants stay 
invisible. 

Since there are no really reliable figures 
for immigration, one can only use one's 
eyes. Wherever I go in London: Wood 
Green, Tottenham, Islington, Burnt Oak, 
Finchley, Edgware, Harlesden, the whole of 
East London, a great deal of London south 
of the river, I see as many non-Whites on 
the streets as Whites, if not more. In many 
areas it is the Whites who are the ethnic 
minority. If the population of London is 
about 8 million, I would estimate non- 
Whites as at least 4 million. 

G. Shapson 
London N. 14 

SIR: Here are a couple of recent items I 
have heard on the radio. 

David Hayer, Labour MP for Ashton- 
under-Lyme, agreed with the 'impartial' 
presenter of the 5.0 p.m. programme on 
Radio Four that the British National Party 


was "hateful and undemocratic," and 
considered methods by which the main 
parties could combine to defeat it. 

It was reported that in Denmark an 
Englishman has been sent to prison for 14 
years for killing a paedophile who assaulted 
his nine-year-old daughter. 

One by one, the traditional standards of 
the West are being destroyed. Homosex¬ 
uality, paedophilia and racial treason are 
being encouraged everywhere. God bless 
Spearhead , one journal among just a few 
that supports more traditional values. 
MICHAEL INGRAMS 
Orpington, Kent 

SIR: Very recently, I replied to a short 
article in the Daily Mail concerning the 
possibility that Mr. Hecht (a.k.a. Howard) 
will become the first Jewish prime minister 
in this country. 

I wrote to the Mail explaining that 
Disraeli had been PM in Victorian times, 
also that his Jewishness was often referred 
to (and even satirised) by publications such 
as The Spectator and Punch - this sort of 
thing being normal in the days before 
political correctness took over. 

Imagine my surprise when they came 
back to me in a letter explaining that 
Disraeli wasn't a Jew after all but had been 
baptised as a Christian at an early age, 
although his parents were Jewish. 

MIKE ROBINSON 
Sharnford, Hinckley, Leics. 

(EDITOR'S COMMENT: This reminds us of 
the truth that if you are born in a stable it 
doesn't make you a horse!) 

SIR: I am rather tired of hearing the 
constant cries in the newspapers and from 
some of the politicians for the so-called 
'British' detainees at Guantanamo Bay in 
Cuba to be repatriated to this country so 
that they can face trial here. The fact is 
that they are no more British than Osama 
bin Laden. Are the people responsible for 
this agitation trying to play on 'patriotic' 
feelings or something? Personally, I don't 
give a damn what happens to these people. 
ARTHUR WADE 
Hereford 

SIR: In support of multi-racialism, Asians, 
Negroes and other aliens are almost always 
portrayed by the mass media as upright, 
cultured, ethical, honourable, intelligent, 
civilised, even noble. Alternatively, when it 
cannot be hidden that some are not living 
up to this image, excuses and alibis are 
invariably offered for them, with Whites 
shown as being in some way responsible. 

In contrast, Whites are shown as 
dissolute, epicene, stupid, weak, selfish, 
greedy, unscrupulous, deceitful, lacking in 
self- control, having a propensity to 
violence - as well as being, of course, in¬ 
corrigible racists! 

'Racism' has been deliberately and syn¬ 
thetically made into a gross moral evil, and 
this is designed to nullify public discussion 
of the destruction of this country through 
mass immigation. 

JOHNWOODHOUSE 
Lancaster 
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PO Box 2471, Hove, 
East Sussex BN3 4DT 


Abolition of Britain, The (Peter Hitchens) £9.95. 

The cultural revolution from Lady Chatterley to 
Tony Blair. 

Adrien Arcand (Unknown Author) £5.00. A 

report of the Kingston Convention and the 
Massey Hall Rally held in Canada 1938 by the 
National Unity Party led by Adrien Arcand. 

Advance to Barbarism (F.J.P. Veale) £13.95. 

Shows how warfare has degenerated to some 
of the worst levels in known history. 

Alien Menace, The (Lt. Col. A.H. Lane) £5.00. 

Early warnings against immigration. First 
published 1928. 

An Eye for an Eye (John Sack) £17.95. The true 
story of the Jews who sought revenge for the 
alleged 'Holocaust'. 

Aspects of Anglo- 
Saxon Magic (Bill 
Griffiths) £14.95. 

Neat divisions 
between mainstream 
and occult, rational 
and superstitious, 

Christian and Pagan, 
are not always easy to 
discern. The Church 
outlawed practices it 
considered evil, like 
divination, folk healing 
and spells, while at the 
same time adopting 
similar rituals itself. 

Behind Communism in Africa (Ivor Benson) 

£3.30. A look at the forces that were against 
white South Africa. 

Best of Instauration 1977 or 1978, The (Wilmot 
Robertson) £14.75. Probably the best and most 
thought-provoking journal to appear on the 
American scene. 

Better Than Nostradamus (Barry R. Smith) 

£9.75. Sub-titled 'The secret World Takeover'. 
The evidence is presented and many startling 
facts are brought to the reader's attention in a 
methodical fashion. A fascinating work, with 
emphasis on the Christian aspect. 

Beyond Tears (Catherine Buckle) £14.95. The 

tragic story of the post-colonial history of 
Rhodesia, with the country's reversion to 
barbarism, famine and horror. 

Bible and Race, The (Captain Kenneth McKilliam) 
£1.50. A little booklet to enable clerics and 
others to understand the bible and its racial 
message. 

Biology of the Race Problem (Professor W. 
George) £3.30. A comprehensive introduction 
into racial differences with indisputable scientific 
data. 

Bitter Harvest (Ian Smith) £20.00. The great 
betrayal and the dreadful aftermath of 'indepen¬ 
dence' in Rhodesia by Africa's most 
controversial leader. 

Blackshirts on Sea (J.A. Booker) £19.50. A 

pictorial record of the British Union pre-war 
summer camps with comprehensive text. 

Blowing the Whistle ( Paul van Buitenen) 

£12.99. One man's fight against fraud within 
the European Commission. 

Break His Bones (Bradley R. Smith) £13.00. 


The prices given here inctude postal 
charges for dispatch within the British isles. 

For postage overseas p/ease enquire before 
ordering. 

Payments should be made to 'Spearhead 
Books' and sent to the above address. 

Spearhead Books handles works by numer¬ 
ous and varied independent authors. It should 
not need stating that the publisher of Spear¬ 
head may not necessarily endorse all the 
contents of these works. 

Reveals the systematic attempts at the supp¬ 
ression of historical revisionism in the USA. 

British Peace and How to Get it. The (Oswald 
Mosley) £4.00. A proposal for peace published 
after the Second World War broke out. 

Broken Cross, The (Piers Compton) £12.95. The 

hidden hand in the Vatican and its subversion of 
the Catholic Church. 

By Way of Deception (Victor Ostrovsky) £11.00. 

A former Mossad (Israeli intelligence Service) 
agent defects and tells his amazing story. 

Camp of the Saints, The (Jean Raspail) £9.00. A 

work of fiction that has almost come true: the 
overwhelming and destruction of Europe by 
immigrants from the Third World. 

Captive State (George Monbiot) £15.95. The 

corporate takeover of Britain today is revealed. 

Case for David Irving, The (Nigel Jackson) 

£13.75. An exposure of the selective censorship 
of history and free speech which proceeds at our 
peril. 

Confessions of Kurt Gerstein (H. Roques) £8.95. 

Many claims regarding the 'holocaust' are based 
on the evidence of this man. This book takes his 
evidence to pieces and exposes the unreliability 
of everything he said. 

Conquest Through Immigration (George W. 
Robnett) £13.00. How Zionism turned Palestine 
into a Jewish state. 

Creed of Iron (Ron McVan) £9.50. The 14-Word 
Press endeavours to bring Wotanist art, history, 
poetry, wisdom and inspiration to a wider 
audience. 

Dark Age Naval Power (John Haywood) £14.95. 

The reassessment of Frankish and Anglo-Saxon 
seafaring activity. 

Dartmoor Massacre, The (Vivian Bird) £6.00. In 

1812 American prisoners were held in Dartmoor 
prison. This is the account of their fate. 

Deadlier Than The H. Bomb (Wing Commander 
Young) £7.00. An Exposure of Sovietisation by 
Stealth. 

Death of a City (Michael McLoughlin) £3.50. 

The tragic story of the destruction of the city 
of Hamburg by wartime bombing and the 
resulting firestorm. 

Death of King Arthur (Trans, by James Cable) 
£6.95. Set in the twilight of the Arthurian 
world. The knights meet at the round table 
after their quest for the grail. 

Deceived, Damned and Defiant (David Lane) 
£14.25. Sentenced to 190 years of incarcer¬ 
ation, Mr. Lane is one of the best-known white 
political prisoners in the world today, Mr. Lane's 
revolutionary writings are presented with many 


beautiful illustrations. Undaunted by his plight, 
unshakeable in his convictions, David Lane has 
emerged as an insurgent icon of a turbulent age. 

Diamond in the Dust (by political colleagues) 

£10.00. 10Opages plus 4pp colour. An apprec¬ 
iation of Ian Stuart, his life and work. 

Did Six Million Really Die? (Richard Harwood) 
£2.50. Controversial, and yet good news for 
all victims and students of the 'holocaust'. 

Dilemma of Inter racial Relations, The (Prof. 
Gayre of Gayre) £4.50. An analysis of the 
problems of forcing different races together, 
and the results of the efforts of compulsion. 

Do we Need Mass Immigration? (Anthony 
Browne) £6.00. All the reasons why mass 
immigration by the teeming masses of the Third 
World is bad for Britain. 

Empire of the City,The 
(E.C. Knuth) £11.25. 

An examination of the 
role of the internat¬ 
ional elite, based in the 
city of London, in 
advancing globalis¬ 
ation. 

English Warrior, The 
(Stephen Pollington) 

£16.75. An attempt to 
get beneath the 
surface of Anglo- 
Saxon warriorhood and 
to investigate the rites, social attitudes, 
mentality and mythology of the warfare of its 
times. 

Eugenic Manifesto (James L. Hart) £1.95. An 

interesting argument that economic and moral 
standards can be raised by encouraging the 
birth-rate of the more intelligent and productive 
members of society. 

Evil Good Men Do, The (E.J. Hamm) £10.00. 

Crucial decisions by governments that have 
led to the ruin of Britain. 

Facing the Abyss (A.K. Chesterton) £3.50. 

The first leader of the National Front reveals 
secret forces behind world events. 

Fatima and the Great Conspiracy (Deirdre 
Manifold) £10.75. An attempt to explain the 
meaning and truth behind the vision. 

Final Judgement (Michael Collins Piper) £20.00. 

A best-seller from the USA. Piper makes a 
convincing case to prove that the Mossad, the 
feared Israeli intelligence service, was involved 
in the assassination of J.F. Kennedy. 

Founding of The Magna Carta. £6. 15. A trans¬ 
lation of the original from Latin. 

French Revolution (Nesta Webster) £19.00. An 

excellent historical account, with descriptions of 
the horrors, that set the scene for the more 
terrible events of the communist revolts in other 
parts of the world. 

Global Manipulators, The ( R. Eringer) £9.00. 

This book exposes the real power of the inter¬ 
nationalists. 

Good Wagner and Opera Guide, The (Denis 
Foreman) £12.50. A good informative 
layman's guide, in spite of the author's 
prejudices. 
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Gruesome Harvest (Ralph Franklin Keeling) 

£11.95. How Allied policy makers treated their 
defeated foe. A compelling story of 'victors 
justice'. 


Mau Mau Oaths (A.K. Chesterton) £3.30. 

Evidence of the unbelievably barbaric and in¬ 
human initiation ceremonies of this so called 
gang of 'Freedom Fighters'. 


Guernsey Experiment, The (Olive and Jan 
Grubiak) £3.75. How the Government of 
Guernsey raised funds by issuing its own 
currency without interest. 

Guild Alternative, The (Arthur Penty) £3.75. 

An answer to the chaos of the modern world 
based on traditional Christian social teaching. 

History and Biology (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 

£1.30. Tracing the history of mankind and its 
eventual fate if some form of eugenics is not 
brought into population management. 

History of World Revolution, The (The Duke of 
Northumberland) £4.50. The author was also the 
publisher of The Patriot weekly newspaper, and 
he employed as his chief writer Nesta Webster, 
the famous conspiracy theorist. 

Hoax of the 20th 
Century, The (Prof. 

A.R. Butz) £15.00. 

The most famous, and 
indeed seminal, work, 
on 'holocaust' revis¬ 
ionism. 

Holocaust Industry, 

The (Norman G. 

Finklestein) £18.00. 

Reflections by a 
Jewish writer on the 
exploitation of Jewish 
suffering. 
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Mead-Hall, The (Stephen Pollington) £14.95. 

Communal meals were an important feature of 
Anglo- Saxon Society. Some were ritual and 
others informal. A comprehensive study of the 
subject is here presented. 

Mel Gibson and the Pharisees (Ed. K.R. Bolton) 
£4.50. The tribulations of a producer who tried 
to make a film (The Passion) with an accurate 
portrayal of the death of Christ. 

Mind Britain's Business (Captain Gordon 
Canning) £2.50. A foreign policy to bring peace 
and security. Pre-war but still relevant today. 

Mosley's Blackshirt Airmen (Keith Thompson) 
£3.30. About aircraft-makers, airmen and war 
heroes. 

Motorways for Britain (A. Raven Thompson) 
£2.75. Constructive solutions for traffic chaos. 
First published in 1937. 

Music in the 3rd Reich (A.V. Schaffebberg) 
£3.30. Fascinating history of suppressed talent 
afterWorld War II. 

Myth of the Noble Savage, The (K.R. Bolton) 
£6.75. The falsification of history as a cultural 
weapon. 

Nameless War, The (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 

£11.00. A nationalist classic. The struggle for 
the soul of Europe and the White Race. About 
the hidden forces behind World War II and the 
identity of the real victors. 


Rebuilding Russia (Alexander Solzenitsyn) 

£8.00. Reflections and proposals from this 
talented and extraordinary man. 

Recovery (Kerry Bolton) £3.30. The story of 
Gottfried Feder and how Germany broke out 
of the economic recession of the early 1 930s. 

Revisionist, The (Journal for Critical Historical 
Inquiry) £10.00. An exceptional first volume of 
the latest findings of researchers into the 'holo¬ 
caust' and the issues surrounding it. A must for 
all those involved in 'holocaust' studies. A4 size, 
110 pages. 

Robin Hood ( J. Ritson) £11.50. Ancient poems, 
songs and ballads. First published in 1 795. 


Secret Societies and 
Subversive Move¬ 
ments (Nesta 
Webster) £17.95. 

Argues the case for 
suspecting a secret 
directing influence 
behind most major 
political convulsions. 

Seeing Red, Being 
Green (Denis Hill) 

£6.90. The autobio¬ 
graphy of a working- 
class man who began 
as a communist and then, due to a process of 
logical deduction and experience, developed 
views that would make him welcome at any 
gathering of the BNP. 

Serpent's Walk (Randolph D. Calverhall) £6.95. 

A fictional story of a revolution in 2049. This 
time, as the author says, "The Good Guys Win." 



Holocaust, The: 120 Questions Answered 
(Charles Weber) £2.00. Fact and fable examined 
and questioned. 

I Saw Poland Betrayed (A.B. Lane) £7.00. 

Exposing the truth of the terrible tragedy of 
Poland. 

Innocent at Dachau (Joseph Halow) £16.95. 

An eye-witness account by a court reporter. 

IQ and Racial Differences (Prof. Henry Garrett) 
£3.50. A valuable book which explains the 
importance and degree of the differences 
between races. 

Is There Intelligent Life on Earth? (Prof. Revilo P. 
Oliver) £4.95. A study of the utter stupidity of 
the masses and suicidal doctrines they follow. 

King Arthur's Place in Pre-History (W.A. 
Cummins) £10.95. A legend traced back to the 
Bronze Age, possibly linked to Stonehenge and 
the early Wessex culture. 

Land Rights and Birth Rights (Peter B. English) 
£12.00. The great Australian hoax. An examin¬ 
ation of the rights to ownership of former 
Aboriginal land. 

Legacy of John Lennon (David A. Noebel)) 
£10.00. About the charming or harming of a 
generation. 

Life of John Birch, The (Robert Welch) £8.00. 

The life story of the man who gave his name 
to one of the most important anti-communist 
movements in America. 

Lifting the Lid off the ADL (William Pierce) 
£2.75. An astounding revelation about the real 
haters within the media. 

Man and Technics (Oswald Spengler) £4.50. A 

contribution of ideas and philosophy by a great 
thinker. 


New Unhappy Lords, The (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00. A brilliant expose of Britain's decline 
and the offer of solutions to save reverse the 
trend. 

Norse Poems (W.H. Auden and P.B. Taylor) 
£7.60. Old Icelandic poems translated to 
capture the rhythmic quality of the originals. 

Occupation (Paul Comben) £3.00. A book of 
nationalist poetry. 

Our Financial Masters (A. Raven Thomson) 
£3.90. A pre-war look at the Money Power and 
its control. 

Pawns in the Game (William Guy Carr) £14.95. 

A classic conspiracy expose. 

Perkin Warbeck Conspiracy, The (Ian Arthurson) 
£10.95. Warbeck claimed to be one of the 
Princes murdered in the Tower of London. He 
was used by those in power and came close to 
changing the course of European history. 

Plagiarism and the Culture War (Theodore Papas) 
£14.95. The writings of Martin Luther King Jnr. 
and other prominent Americans. 

Policeman's Narrative, A (Henry A. Clark) £7.00. 

Witchcraft and murder in Zimbabwe. 

Prodigal Genius (John J. O'Neill) £18.50. The 

life of Nikola Tesla, the great inventor whom 
history forgot. 

Real Cheats and Fraudsters, The (E. Morgan) 
£2.75. How Governments fleece the people 
out of their hard earned cash. 

Rebirth of England and English (Fr. Andrew 
Phillips) £4.95. The vision of the Dorset poet 
William Barnes (1801-86). In search of our post¬ 
industrial age; the folk nationalist will learn much 
from this book. 


Six Million Reconsidered (Dave McCalden) 
£5.95. An illustrated history of 'holocausts' 
throughout the ages. 136 pages. 

Stalin's War of Extermination 1941-45. 
(Joachim Hoffman) £30.00. This book details 
the German army's desperate attempt to 
frustrate Soviet plans to subjugate Europe. 

Stranger Than Fiction (Anon.) £6.00. An 

amazing and detailed report of the 'hidden 
hand' behind the destruction of the World 
Trade Centre. Convincing and authenticated 
revelations and research. 

Talmud Unmasked, The (Revd. I.B. Pranaitis) 

£11.00. This much talked of Jewish book 
researched and translated as a useful tool in 
the understanding of modern Jewish aspir¬ 
ations. 

Tastes of Anglo-Saxon England (Mary Savelli) 
£4.95. 46 recipes that will enable you to enjoy 
flavours widely known in Anglo-Saxon England 
but rarely experienced today. 

Teddy Bare (Zad Rust) £11.00. About the last 
of the Kennedy Brothers. 

Temple of Wotan (Ron McVan) £18.50. The 

mysteries of antiquity. The ethnic spiritual 
mythos of the Euro-Pagan world explained 
with the ceremonies and rituals of Wotanism. 

Thinkers of the Right, Challenging Materialism 
(K.R. Bolton) £12.50. Great writers and thinkers 
of the 20th century who supported the 'Radical 
Right'. Included among the 1 3 subjects are 
Evola, Marinetti, Williamson, Campbell, Yeats, 
Pound, Mishima and D H. Lawrence. 

Western Intelligentsia and the Soviet Union (D. 
Heald) £2.50. A selection of quotes praising 
Stalin and the red dictatorships in Eastern 
Europe by a range of liberal 'intellectuals' These 
are the words that their authors want forgotten. 
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MEMORABLE BEXLEY MEETING 


Bexley BNP branch organised a special 
meeting on the second anniversary of the murder 
of teenager Gavin Hopley on Sunday, the 15th 
February. The primary reason for calling this 
gathering was to commemorate Gavin and high¬ 
light his tragic death, as well as revealing details 
of the following day’s memorial demonstrations 
in Central London. 

The meeting room was packed and decorated 
with posters of Gavin’s photograph. Thurrock 
organiser Chris Roberts chaired this very 
emotive meeting. Members had travelled from 
far and wide to attend the event: they included a 
family all the way from Burnley. 

The first speaker was Croydon BNP organ¬ 
iser Bob Gertner, who spoke of the terrible series 
of events that led up to Gavin’s horrific racist 
murder at the hands of an Asian gang in the 
Glodwick district of Oldham and the subsequent 
events which led only to minor convictions and 
acquittals for the Asian perpetrators (details of 
the case were printed in the January issue of 
Spearhead). Incredibly, the Greater Manchester 
Police were quoted as saying: “This is no longer 
an active murder investigation.” That is unheard 
of, as such cases are never usually closed until 
someone is convicted. 

A minute’s silence was held during the 
meeting to honour the memory of Gavin. Bob 
then gave out details for the following day’s 
‘Justice for Gavin Hopley’ demonstrations, and 
urged everybody at the meeting to participate. 

The next speaker was London BNP mayoral 
candidate Julian Leppert, who spoke about his 
campaign and recent media interest. He 
continued by attacking the present incumbent 
Mayor of London, left-wing extremist Ken 
Livingstone, and the politically correct agenda 
with which this individual has burdened white 



Richard Edmonds tells audience about 
growing violent crime, using a front¬ 
page newspaper report as illustration. 


Londoners. He showed those present a copy of 
Livingstone’s free propaganda newspaper The 
Londoner , which is full of the delights of multi¬ 
racial London and costs council taxpayers a vast 
sum of money each year to produce. 

After a collection and short break, the main 
speaker of the evening, Richard Edmonds, gave 
his address. Richard spoke of the London of his 
youth and how over the past four decades things 
had definitely changed for the worst. He 
continued by saying that this ever-deteriorating 
situation is wholly the fault of the Labour, Tory 
and LibDem politicians who have presided over 
the racial, cultural and moral destruction of our 


nation. The second part of Richard’s speech 
focused on the spiralling violent ethnic crime in 
the capital. He displayed several front-page 
headlines about shootings, murders and big-scale 
drug offences that are everyday occurrences now 
but were unheard of in the 1950s and 1960s. He 
finished on an upbeat note by saying to the 60 
people present that white Londoners now have a 
glimmer of hope with the strong prospect of 
getting a BNP candidate elected onto the Greater 
London Assembly this coming June, and the 
shock waves and reverberations that that would 
create for the liberal ruling elite and multi-cultur- 
alists. He received rousing applause. 

The collection totalled over £400. 


Tyndall at Burnley - March 4th! 

Spearhead editor John Tyndall is due to 
speak at the BNP Burnley branch meeting 
on the 4th March. Anyone interested in 
attending should ring 01282 412685 for 
details. 


The Eleventh Hour 

The Eleventh Hour has been described as the 
‘Bible’ of the British National Party. First pub¬ 
lished in 1988, the latest (1998) edition has been 
updated to take in the many new developments on 
the political scene occurring since. Written by the 
founder of the British National Party, John 
Tyndall, the book gives comprehensive coverage 
of all the major current issues affecting Britain. It 
delves into the ideologies of liberalism, conser¬ 
vatism and the left, and also examines that of 
British Nationalism and its background. It contains 
extensive analyses of the British economy and 
political system. It looks at issues connected with 
freedom and order, the mass media, the environ¬ 
ment, race and immigration, Northern Ireland, the 
Commonwealth, foreign policy and defence. It 
also gives a detailed outline of the development of 
the BNP and its predecessor organisations in 
Britain. 

The Eleventh Hour runs to 537 pages. It is 
partly autobiographical, giving an account of the 
author’s origins, early political awakening and 
subsequent life’s work. 

Price: Hardback £25.00 plus £4.58 p&p; 
softback £17.50 plus £3.67 p&p. Please 
make out cheques to Albion Press and 
send to PO Box 2471, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 
4DT. 
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How to obtain Spearhead 


Make sure of your regular copy of Spearhead by becoming a subscriber. Please fill in 
the form here and send it to us, together with payment, as directed. Please note also 
the rates for bulk-buyers. 

NAME. 

ADDRESS. 


ENCLOSED SUBSCRIPTION OF. 

PLUS DONATION (IF ANY) OF. 

The following rates are for 12 issues (please tick box where applicable):- 

British Isles £24.00111; Overseas surface mail E26.50D; Air mail Europe E28.50D; Air mail 
elsewhere E35.00D. 

PLEASE NOTE: These overseas rates apply if remittance is in Pounds Sterling. If 
remittance is in any other currency, an additional charge of £4.50 is required in the 
case of cheques and money orders and £2.50 in the case of banknotes, these paying 
for banker's commission and charges. 

Discounts for bulk purchases can be obtained as follows:- 

10-1 9 copies £1.10 each; 20-49 copies £1.00 each; 50-99 copies 83p each; 100-1 99 
copies 69p each; 200-499 copies 60p each; 500 copies 55p each. For advice on postal 
rates for these quantities please contact our office. 

All cheques and postal or money orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent to 
PO Box 2471, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 4DT. Please do not include payment for 
Spearhead in a remittance which includes payment for other items. 
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London activists 
busy in Jan & Feb 

BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY activists have been out on 
the streets of the nation’s capital in all weathers in late 
January and February campaigning on a number of 
important issues. On Saturday, January 24th, a team of 
40 were in Pimlico to start the London Mayoral, GLA 
and Euro election campaigns. Julian Leppert, the BNP 
Mayoral candidate, led the group of men and women as 
they distributed over 4,500 ‘London needs the BNP’ 
election leaflets to three large housing estates in the area 
in a session lasting the morning and afternoon. The 
activity won front-page headlines in the local newspaper 
the following week, with some reasonable coverage of the 
election bid in June. The activity and publicity were a 
great start to the campaign in the capital. 

On the 30th January the party’s Instant Response 
Group sprang into action after hearing that a madcap 
organisation supporting bogus asylum-seekers were going 
to hold a demonstration against the Daily Mail outside the 
paper’s head office in Kensington, the excuse being that 
the Mail has allegedly portrayed the would-be immigrants 
in an unfavourable light! 

30 BNP activists, called out on a weekday at very short 
notice, formed an orderly counter-demonstration in 
Kensington High Street opposing the pro-asylum Marxist 
fanatics. With placards, flags, posters and a loudhailer 
the nationalists managed to out-shout the lefty opposition 
with cries of ‘Stop the asylum flood, put our own people 
first, vote BNP!’ (pictures on right). 

The BNP counter-demonstrators also called out a long 
list of the white victims of racist murders in this country 
from last year and this - murders that have been mostly 
ignored or played down by the mass media and treated 
with total unconcern by the left. A minute’s silence was 
held for these victims. A special mention was given to Lee 
Massey, who was deliberately run down by a gang of 
Iraqi asylum-seekers in a car in Dewsbury, West York¬ 
shire last September. 

On the 16th February about 60 activists assembled in 
the vicinity of the Campaign for Racial Equality (CRE) 
headquarters in Borough High Street, London, to protest 
at the lack of concern and action over the racist killing of 
Gavin Hopley in Oldham. Oldham BNP organiser Mick 
Treacy came down from the north 
especially to support the event. 


London BNP activists demand justice for Gavin Hopley 


BNP campaigns against admission of asylum-seekers... 


... and the ugly face of the opposition! 


Listen to nationalist radio! 

Send International Reply Coupon 
for broadcast details to:- 
NATIONAL VANGUARD BOOKS, 
Box 330, Hillsboro, WV 24946, 
U.S.A. 

Internet: www.natvan.com & 
www.natall.com 


SPEARHEAD SUPPORT FUND 

Income from the sales of our magazine is not enough to cover full 
production and administrative costs. We therefore rely on regular donations 
from our supporters so that we may remain solvent. 

Also, because of the controversial nature of the opinions expressed in 
these columns, it is impossible to induce wholesale distributers to handle 
the magazine. Hence another need for additional financial support. 

Please send all contributions to Spearhead, PO Box 2471, Hove, East 
Sussex BN3 4DT. Please note that receipts are not normally sent for 
donations of less than £10 unless specifically requested - in which case an 
SAE would be appreciated. Thanks. 
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Best-ever meeting at Southend! 


SOUTHEND British National Party held 
its biggest and best-ever meeting on 
the 5th February. Spearhead editor 
John Tyndall was present as guest 
speaker, and 60 turned up to hear his 
and other speeches. This represents 
tremendous progress from only a year 
ago, when the branch started. 

Most of the credit for this spectac¬ 
ular growth must go to retiring local 
organiser Graham John, who has 
worked tirelessly to build up the 
branch. Graham is now retiring from 
the local leadership and handing it over 
to Peter Eaton, who is already organ¬ 
iser of the nearby Basildon branch but 
is going to endeavour for the time 
being to manage the two branches. 

Peter Eaton, as chairman of the 
meeting, introduced the first speaker, 
Glen Burton, who gave a financial 
report. He was then followed by 
Graham John, who in his retirement 
speech, thanked those who had helped 
to make the branch such a success. 

Before the final speech there was a 
collection, which raised the magnif¬ 
icent figure of £700 ! 

John Tyndall, as main speaker, took 
the table. He began by saying that we 
in contemporary Britain were living in 
dramatic times - times which could 



Southend meeting: Peter Eaton speaks, 
using a local newspaper to illustrate his 
point. 


see a major political earthquake ahead. 
Never before had the mainstream polit¬ 
ical parties and their leaders been held 
in such low regard by the general 
public. He went on to speak of the Iraq 


War and the Hutton Report, which had 
exposed such a huge volume of lies 
and corruption at the top. Tony Blair, 
he said, had 'conned' Britain into a war 
which had already caused the deaths 
of 58 British service personnel - blood 
that was on his hands. 

Continuing, he likened Britain of 
today to Soviet Russia in the final days 
of Communism, the system having 
been exhausted and discredited and its 
tame apparatchiks just hanging on to 
retain their pay packets and their 
pensions. They attack the BNP, he 
said, not because they believe their 
own words but only because they are 
paid to do so. One reason why they 
hate us so viciously, he went on, is 
that in the courage and patriotism of 
our activists they are reminded of their 
own cowardice and treason. In us, he 
put it to the audience, they see the 
reflection of their own contemptible 
desertion of duty. 

He ended by warning those present 
that the party could expect this year 
an unparalleled campaign of hate and 
lies as it geared up to fight 
forthcoming elections. However, we 
can smile back at them, he concluded, 
and say to them with confidence: 
"Your time is over - and our time is 
coming!" 


TWO EXCELLENT MEETINGS IN 


TWO first-class BNP meetings, very close to 
each other in both time and location, were held in 
West London last month. The North West London 
branch meeting, held in Ruislip on the 8th 
February, attracted an audience of 60 to hear 
speeches by Tess Culnane, from Lewisham & 
Bromley branch, Tony Wentworth, the Young 
BNP organiser, Peter Shaw and John Tyndall. 
Local organiser Ian Edward was in the chair. 

Tony Wentworth, who had travelled down 
from the North of England for the meeting, urged 
everyone present to support the coming demon- 



Hounslow: Tyndall speaks 


stration held in protest against the failure to bring 
to justice the killers of Gavin Hopley, the young¬ 
ster murdered in Oldham by an Asian mob. 

In his speech John Tyndall outlined what the 
BNP was fighting for: honest government which 
put Britain first; a land of our own, free of aliens; 
the rule of law, with safe streets; a nation in 
control of its own destiny, subservient neither to 
the EU nor USA; a nation of strength and pride. 


WEST LONDON 

The collection raised over £300. 

On the 11th February there was a superb 
meeting in Hounslow at which, again, some 60 
were present. With Warren Glass in the chair, the 
first speaker, local election candidate Tony Porter- 
stamper, reported on his campaign. Peter Shaw 
followed and then John Tyndall, in the final 
speech, brought the meeting to a triumphant 
conclusion. 



Ruislip: Tyndall speaks. Seated left to right: Mrs. Tess Culnane, Ian Edward and Tony 

Wentworth. 
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